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PREFACE. 



Trosb who have done me the honeor of reading my prerioos writings, wiA 
probably Tecdye no strong impression of novelty from the present Tolwne ; 
for the principles ore those to which I have been working np dining the 
greater part of my life, and most of the practical suggestions have been 
anticipated by others or by myself. There is noTelty, however, in the fact 
of bringing them together, and exhibiting them in their connexion ; and also, 
I belioTe, in mnch that is brought forward in their support Seyeral of the 
opinions at all events, if not new, are for the present as little likely to meet 
with general acceptance at if they were. 

It seems to me, however, from various indications, and from none more 
than the recent debates on Beform of Parliament, that both Conservatives 
and Liberals (if I may continue to call them what they still call themselves) 
have lost confidence in the political creeds which they nominally profess^ 
while neither dde appears to have made any progress in providing itself with 
a better. Yet such a better doctrine must be possible ; not a mere compro- 
mise, by splitting the difference between the two, but something wider than 
either, ^i^hich, in virtue of its superior comprehensiveness, might be adopted 
by either Liberal or Conservative without renouncing anything which he 
really feels to be valuable in his own creed. When so many feel obscurely 
the want of such a doctrine, and so few even flatter themselves that they 
have attained it, any one may without presumption offer what his own 
thoughts, and the best that he knows of those of odiers, are able to con- 
tribute towards its formatioiL. 

Apr\J[, 1861. 
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CHAPTER L 



to WHAT EXTENT VOBMS 09 OOTKBHMBBIT ABB ▲ HATtEB OF OHOIOB. 



All speculations conceruing forms of 
ffOTemment bear tlie impress, more or 
&SB exclusive, of two conflicting 
theories respecting political institu- 
tions ; or, to speak more properly, con- 
flicting concepti(ms oi what political 
institutions are. 

Bj some minds, government is con- 
ceived as strictly a practical art, 
giving rise to no questions but those 
of means and an end. Forms of go- 
vernment are assimilated to anr other 
expedients for the attainment of human 
objects. They are regarded as wholly 
an affair of invention and contrivance. 
Being made by man, it is assumed 
that man has the choice either to make 
them or not, and how or on what pat- 
tern they shall be made. Government, 
according to this conception, is a pro- 
blem, to be worked Irke any other 
question of business. The first step is 
to define the purposes which govern- 
ments are required to promote. The 
next, is to inquire what form of go- 
vernment is best fitted to fulfil those 
purposes. Having satisfied ourselves 
on these two points, and ascertained 
the form of government which combines 
the greatest amount of good with the 
least of evil, what further remains is 
to obtain the concurrence of our coun- 
trymen, or those for whom the institu- 
tions are intended, in the opinion which 
we have privately arrived at. To find 
the best form of government ; to per- 
suade others that it is the best ; and 
having done so, to stir them up to 
insist on having it, is the order of 
ideas in the minds of those who adopt 
this view of political philosophy. They 
look upon a constitution in the same 
light (difference of scale being allowed 
for) as they would upon a steam 
plough, or a threshing machine. 

To these stand opposed another kind 
of political reasoners, who are so far 
from assimilating a form of government 
to B machine, that they regard it as a 



sort of spontaneous product, and the 
science of government as a branch (sc 
to speak^ of natural history. Accord^ 
ing to tnem, forms of government are 
not a matter of choice. We must take 
them, in the main, as we find them. 
Governments cannot be constructed by 
premeditated design. They 'are not 
made, but ^ow.' Our business with 
them, as with the other facts of the 
universe, is to acquaint ourselves with 
their natural properties, and adapt 
ourselves to thetu. The fundamental 
political institutions of a people arei 
considered by this school as a sort of 
organic growth from the. nature and 
life of that people : a product of their 
habits, instincts, and unconscious 
wants and desires, scarcely at all of 
their deliberate j)unx)ses. Their will 
has had no part m the matter but that 
of meeting the necessities of the mo- 
ment by the contrivances of the mo- 
ment, which contrivances, if in suffi- 
cient conformity to the national feelings 
and character, commonly last, and by 
successive aggregation constitu^ a 
polity, suited to the people who possess 
it, but which it would be vain to at- 
tempt to superinduce upon any peopb 
whose nature and circumstances had 
not spontaneously evolved it. 

it is difficult to decide which of 
these doctrines would be the most 
absurd, if we could suppose either of 
them held as an e:^ elusive theory 
But the principles which men profess, 
on any controverted subject, are usually 
a very incomplete exponent of the 
opinions they really nold. No one 
l)elieves that every people is capable 
of working every sort of .institutions. 
Carry the analogy of mechanical con- 
trivances as far as we will, a man 
does not choose even an instrument of 
timber and iron on the sole ground 
that it is in itself the best. He con* 
siders whether he possesses the other 
requisites which must be combiaed 
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with i( to render ifs eiAphyment ad- 
.>a5iti|(<^(Kti8S and* IB particular whether 
'ttibsd b/ y^tiom*& win BafQ to be 
worked, possess the ' knowledge and 
skill necessaiy for its management. 
On the other hand, neither are thope 
who speak of institutions as if they 
were a kind of living organisms, really 
the political fatalists they give them- 
selves out to be. They do not pretend 
that mankind have absolutely no range 
of choice as to the government they 
will live under, or that a consideration 
of the consequences which flow from 
different forms of polity is no element 
at all in deciding which of them should 
be preferred. But though each side 
greatly exaggerates its own theory, 
out of opposition to the other, and no 
one hol^ without^ modification to 
either, the two doctrines correspond to 
a deep-seated difference between two 
modes of thought ; and though it is 
evident that neither of these is entirely 
!n the right, yet it being equally evi- 
dent that neither is ^olly in the 
wrong, we must endeavour to get 
down to what is at the root of each, 
and avail ourselves of the amount of 
truth which exists in either. 

Let us remember, then, in the first 
place, that political institutions (how- 
ever the proposition may be at times 
ignored) are the work of men; owe 
their origin and their whole existence 
to human will. Men did not wake on 
a summer moining and find them 
sprung up. Neither do they resemble 
trees, which, once planted, 'are aye 

Sowing' while men *are sleeping.* 
every stage of their existence they 
are made what they are by human 
voluntary agency. Like aU things, 
therefore, which are made by men, 
they may be either well or ill made ; 
judgment and skill may have been ex- 
orcised in their production, or the reverse 
of these. And again, if a people have 
omitted, or from outward pressure have 
not had it in their power, to give 
themselves a constitution by the ten- 
tative process of applying a corrective 
to each evil as it arose, or as the suf- 
ferers gained strength *o insist it, this 
retardation of political progress is no 
doubt A great disadvantage to them,'! 



but it does not prove that what hai 
been found good for others would not 
have been good also for them, and will 
not be so still when they think fit to 
adopt it. 

On the other hand, it is also to be 
borne in mind that political machinery 
does not act of itself. As it is first 
made, so it has to be worked, by men, 
and even by ordinary men. It needs, 
not their simple acqmescence, but their 
active participation ; and must be adr 
justed to the capacities and quaUties 
of such men as are available. Tha 
implies three conditions. The people 
for whom the form of government is 
intended must be willing to accept it; or 
at least not so unwilling, as to oppose 
an insurmountable obstacle to its esta- 
blishment. They must be willing and 
able to do what is necessary to keep it 
standing. And they must be willing 
and able to do what it requires of them 
to enable it to fulBl its purposes. The 
word ' do ' is to be understood as in^ 
eluding forbearances as well as acta 
They must be capable of frilfilling the 
conditions of action, and the conditions 
of self-restraint, which are necessary 
either for keeping the established 
polity in existence, or for enabling it 
to acnieve the ends, its conducivenesi 
to which forms its recommendation. 

The failure of any of these condi- 
tions renders a form of government, 
whatever favourable promise it may 
otherwise hold out, unsuitable to the 
particular case. 

The first obstacle, the repugnance of 
the people to the particular form of 
government, needs little illustration, 
because it never can in theory have 
been overlooked. The case is of ^r- 
petual occurrence. Nothing but foreign 
force would induce a tribe of North 
American Indians to submit to the re- 
straints of a regular and civilized go- 
vernment. The same might have been 
said, though somewhat less absolutely, 
of the barbarians who overran the 
Roman Empire. It required centuriea 
of time, and an entire change of cir- 
cumstances, to discipline them into 
regular obedience even to their own 
leaders, when not actually serving 
under their banner. There are nationt 
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wlio irill not ?oIuntarily submit to anj 
government but that of certain families, 
^hich have from time immemorial had 
the privilege of supplying them with 
diiets. Some nations could not, ex- 
cept by foreign conquest, be made to 
endure a monarchy ; others are equally 
averse to a republic. The hindrance 
often amounts, for the time being, to 
imppacticability. 

But there are also cases in which, 
though not averse to a form of govern- 
ment — possibly even^ desiring it — a 
people may be unwilling or unable to 
lulfil its conditions. They may be in- 
capaUe of fulfilling such of them as 
are necessary to keep the government 
even in nominal existence. Thus a 
people may prefer a free government, 
but if, from mdolence, or carelessness, 
or cowardice, or want of public spirit^ 
they are unequal to the exertions ne- 
cessary for preserving it ; if they will 
not fi^ht for it when it is directly at- 
tacked ; if they can be deluded by the 
artifices used to cheat them out of it ; 
if by momentary discouragement, or 
temporary panic, or a fit of enthusiasm 
for an individual, they can be induced 
to lay their liberties at the feet even of 
a great man, or trust him with powers 
which enable him to subvert their in- 
•titntions ; in all these cases they are 
more or less unfit for liberty: and 
though it may be for their good to 
have had it even for a short time, they 
are unlikely long to enjoy it. Again, 
a people may be unwilling or unable to 
full^ the duties which a particular 
form of government rec^uires of them. 
A rude people, though m some degree 
idive to the benefits of civilized society, 
may be unable to practise the forbear- 
ances which it demands : their passions 
may be too violent, or their personal 
pride too exacting, to forego private 
conflict, and leave to the laws the 
aven<nng of their real or supj>08ed 
wr ngs. In such a case, a civilized 
go ornment, to be really advantageous 
to tiic.ij, will require to be in a consi- 
derable degree despotic: to be one 
over which they do not themselves ex- 
ercise control, and which imposes a 
great amount of forcible restraint 
upon their actions. Again, a people 



must be considered unfit for more than 
a limited and qualified freedom, who 
will not co-operate actively with the 
law and the public authorities, in the 
repression of evii-doers. A people who 
^re more disposed to shelter a criminal 
than to apprehend him ; who, like the 
Hindoos, will perjure themselves to 
screen the man who has robbed them, 
rather than take trouble or expQse 
themselves to vinrlictiveness by giving 
evidence against him ; who, like some 
nations of Europe down to a recent 
date, if a man poniards another in the 
public street, pass by on the other 
side, because it is the business of the 
police to look to the matter, and it is 
safer not to interfere in what does not 
concern them; a people who are re- 
volted by an execution, but not 
shocked at an assassination — require 
that the public authorities should be 
armed with miich sterner powers of 
repression than elsewhere, since the 
first indispensable requisites of civi- 
lized life have nothing else to rest on. 
These deplorable states of feeling, in 
any people who have emerged from 
savage ufe, are, no doubt, usually the 
consequence of previous bad govern- 
ment, which has taught them to regard 
the law as made for other ends than 
their good, and its administrators as 
worse enemies than those who openly 
violate it. But however little blame 
may be due to those in whom these 
mental habits have grown up, and 
however the habits may be ultimately 
conquerable b^ better government, yet 
while they exist, a people so disposed 
cannot be governed with as little 
power exercised over them, as a people 
whose sympathies are on the side of 
the law, and who are willing to give 
active assistance in its enforcement. 
Again, representative institutions are ; 
of little value, and may be a mere in- • 
strument of tyranny or intrigue, when ' 
the generality of electors are not suffi- ; 
ciently interested in their own govern- 
ment to give their vote, or, if they 
vote at all, do not bestow their suf- 
frages on public grounds, but sell them 
for money, or vote at the beck of some 
one ^ who has control over them, or 
whom for private reasons they desire 
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to propitiate. Popular election thus 
practised, instead of a security against 
misgovemment, is but an additional 
wheel in its machinery. Besitlea these 
moral hindrances, mechanical diflicul- 
ties are often an insuperable impedi- 
ment to forms of govei-nraent. In the 
ancient world, though there might be, 
and often was, great individual or local 
independence, there could be nothing 
like a regulated popular government, 
beyond the bounds of a single city- 
community; because there did not 
exist the physical conditions for the 
formation and propagation of a public 
opinion, except among those who could 
oe brought together to discuss public 
matters in the same agora. This ob- 
stacle is generally thought to haye 
leased by the adoption of the repre- 
sentative system. But to surmount it 
completely, required the press, and 
even the newspaper press, the real 
equivalent, though not in all respects 
in adequate one, of the Pnyx ana the 
Porum. There have been states of 
lociety in which even a monarchy of 
inv great territorial extent could not 
lUDsist, but unavoidably broke up into 
petty principalities, either mutually 
mdependent, or held together by a 
loose tie like the feudal : because the 
machinery of authority was not perfect 
enough to carry orders into effect at a 
peat distance from the per^n of the 
ruler. He depended mainly upon vo- 
hmtary fidelity for the obedience even 
»f his army, nor did there exist the 
neans of making the people pay an 
amount of taxes sufficient tor keeping 
up the force necessary to compel obe- 
dience throughout a large territory. 
In these and all similar cases, it must 
be understood that the amount of the 
hindrance mav be either greater or 
less. It may be so great as to make 
the form of government work very ill, 
without absolutely precluding its ex- 
istence, or hindering it from being 
practically preferable to any other 
which can be had. This last Question 
mainly depends upon a consideration 
whioh we have not yet arrived at — the 
tendencies of different forms of govern- 
ment to promote Progress. 
We have now examined the three ] 



fundamental conditions of the adapta- 
tion of forms of government to the people 
who are to be governed by them. If 
the supporters of what may be termed 
the naturalistic theory of politics, mean 
but to insist on the necessity of these 
three conditions; if they only mean that 
no eovemment can permanently exist, 
which does not fulfil the first and second 
conditions, and, in some considerable 
measure, the third; their doctrine, thus 
limited, is incontestable. Whateverthey 
mean more than this, appears to me 
untenable. All that we are told about 
the necessity of an historical basis for 
institutions, of their being in harmony 
with the national usages and character, 
and the like, means either this, or no- 
thing to the purpose. There is a great 
quantity of mere sentimentality con* 
nected with these and similar phrases, 
over and above the amount of rational 
meaning contained in them. But, con- 
sidered practically, these alleged requi« 
sites of political institutions are merely 
so many &cilities for realizing the three 
conditions. When an institution, or a 
set of institutions, has the way pre- 
pared for it by the opinions, tastes, and 
habits of the people, they are not only 
more easily induced to accept it, but 
will more easily *eam, and will be, from 
the beginning, better disposed, to do 
what is required of them both for the 
preservation of the ii;stitution8, and for 
bringing them into such action as en- 
ables tnem to produce their best re- 
sults. It woula be a great mistake in 
any legislator not to shape his mea- 
sures so as to take advanta^ of such 
pre-existing habits and feehngs, when 
available. On the other hand, it is an 
exaggeration to elevate these mere aidr 
and facilities into necessary cunditiona 
People are more easily induced to do^ 
and do more easily, what they are al- 
ready used to ; but people also learn to 
do tnings new to them. Familiarity 
is a great help ; but much dwelling on 
an idea will make it familiar, even 
when strange at first. There are abim- 
dant instances in which a whole people 
have been eager for untried tning^s. 
1 he amount of capacity which a people 
possess for doing new things, and 
adapting themselves to new circiaa* 
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stances, is itself one of the elements of 
tlie question. It is a quality in which 
different nations, and different stages 
of civilization, differ much from one 
anoCher. The capability of any given 
people for fulfilling the conditions of a 
given form of government, cannot be 
pronounced on by any sweeping rule. 
Knowledge of the particular people, 
and general practical judgment and 
sagacity, must be the guides. There 
is also another consideration not to be 
lost sight of. A peo|)le may be unpre- 
pared for ^ood institutions; but to 
kindle a desire for them is a necessary 
part of the preparation. T^ recom- 
mend and advocate a particular insti- 
tution or form of government, and set 
its advantages in the strongest light, is 
one of the modes, often the only mode > 
within reach, of educating the mind of 
the nation not only for accepting or 
claiming, but also for working, the in- 
stitution. What means had Italian 
patriots, during the last and present 
generation, of preparing the- Italian 
people for freedom m unity, but by in- 
citing them to demand it? Ihose, 
however, who undertake such a task, 
need to be duly impressed, not solely 
with the benefits of the institution or 
polity which they recommend, but alsc 
with the capacities, moral, intellectual , 
and active, required for working it ; 
that they may avoid, if possible, strr- 
ring up a desire too much in advarce 
of the capacity. 

The result of what has been said is, 
♦hat, within the limits set by the three 
eocditions so often adverted to, insti- 
tutions and forms of government are a 
matter of choice. To inquire into the 
best form of government in the abstract 
(as it is called) is not a chimerical, but 
« highly practical employment of scien- 
tific mtellect ; and to introduce into any 
country the best institutions which, in 
the existing state of that country, are 
cajpable of, in any tolerable degrf^, ful- 
filling the conditions, is one of the most 
rational objects to which practical efibrt 
can address itself. Everything which 
can be said by way of disparaging the 
efficacy of human will and purpose in 
matters of government, 'mfgnt be said 
of it in CT^zy other oi its applications. 



In all ^hings there are yery strict Kmtti 
to human power. It can only act by 
wielding some one or more of the forces 
of nature. Forces, therefore, that can 
be applied to the desired use, must 
exist ; and will only act according to 
their own laws. We cannot make the 
river run backwards; but we do not 
therefore say that watermills ' are not 
made, but grow.' In politics as in 
mechanics, the power which is to keep 
the engine going must be sought for 
outside the machinery ; and if it is not 
forthcoming, or is insufficient to sur- 
mount the obstacles which may reason 
ably be expected, the contrivance will 
fail. This is no peculiarity of the pa 
litical art ; and amounts only to saying 
that it is sul)ject to the same limita- 
tions aiid conditions as all other arts. 

At this point we are met by another 
objection, or the same objection in a 
different form. The forces, it is con- 
tended, on which the greater political 
phenomena depend, are not amenable 
i) the direction of politicians or philo- 
fophers. The government of a country, 
a is affirmed, is, in all substantial re- 
spectSi fixed and determined beforehand 
by the state of the country in regard to 
the distribution of the elements of social 
power. Whatever is the strongest power 
m society will obtain the governing au- 
thority ; and a change in the pohtical 
constitution cannot oe durable unless 
preceded or accompanied by an altered 
aistribution of power 4n society itself. 
A nation, therefore, cannot choose ita 
form of government, llie mere details, 
and practical organization, it may 
choose ; but the essence of the whole, 
the seat of the supreme power, is deter- 
mined for it by social circumstances. ^ 

That there is a portion of truth it 
this doctrine, I at once admit ; but to 
make it of any use, it must be reduced 
to a distinct expression and proper limitSL 
When it is saia that the strongest powei 
in society will make itself strongest in 
the government, what is meant by 
power ? Not thews and sinews ; other- 
wise pure democracy would be the only 
form of polity that could exist. To 
mere muscular strength, add two other 
elements, property and intelligence, and 
we «Te nearer the truthi but &r from 
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having yet reached it. Not only is a ' 
greater niimlicr often kept down oy a 
less, but the greater nuraoer may have 
a preponderance in property, and indi- 
riaually in intelligence, .nd may yet 
be held in subjection, forcibly or other- 
wise by a minority in both renpects 
inferior to it. To make these various 
elements of power politically influential, 
they must oe organized ; and the ad- 
vantage in organization is necessarily 
with those who are in possession of the 
government. A much weaker party in 
all other elements of power, may greatly 
preponderate when the powers of go- 
vernment are thrown into the scale; 
and may long retain its predominance 
through this alone : though, no doubt, 
a govem^nent so situated is in the con- 
dition called in mechanics unstable 
equilibrium, like a thing balanced on 
its smaller end, which, if once dis- 
turbed, tends more and more to depart 
^om, instead of reverting to, its pre- 
vious state. 

But there are still stronger objections 
to this theory of government, in the 
terms in which it is usually, stated. 
The power in society which has any 
tendency to convert itself into political 
power, is not power quiescent, power 
merely passive, but active power; in 
other words, power actually exerted ; 
that is to sajr, a veiy email portion of 
all the power in existence. Politically 
speaking, a great part of all power con- 
sists in will. How is it possible, then, 
to compute the elements of political 
power, while we omit from the compu- 
tation anything which acts on the wiil? 
To think that because those who wield 
the power in society wield in the end 
that of government, therefore it is of 
no use to attempt to influence the con- 
•titution of the government by acting 
on opinion, is to forget that opinion is 
itself one of the greatest acti ve sociiil 
forces. One person with a belief, is a 
social power equal to ninety-nine who 
have onl^ interests. I'hev who can 
succeed m creai ng a general persua- 
sion that a certain form of government, 
or social fact of any kind, deserves to 
be preferred, have niade nearly the 
most important step which can possibly 
^ taken towards ranging the poweif 



of society on its sid^ On the day when 
the proto-martyr was stoned to deaih 
at Jerusalem, while he who was to be 
the Appstle of the (lentiles stood by 
' consenting unto his death,* would any 
one have supposed that the party of 
that stoned man were then and there 
the strongest power in society ? And 
has not the event proved tnat they 
were so? Because theirs was the 
most powerful of then existing beliefs. 
The same element made a moiik of 
Wittenberg, at the meeting of the Diet 
of WoiTOB, a mure powerful social fiirce 
than the Emperor Charles the Fifth, 
and all the princes there assembled. 
But these, it may be said, are caces in 
which religion was concerned, and re- 
ligious convictions are something pecu- 
liar in their strength. Then let uh take 
a case purely political, where religion, 
so far as concerned at all, was chiefly 
on the losing side. If any one requires 
to be con vinied that speculative thought 
is one of the chief elements of social 
power, let him bethink himself of the 
age in which there was scarcely 4 
throne in Europe which was not filled 
by a liberal and reforming king, a 
liberal and reforming emperor, or, 
strangest of all, a liberal and relbnu- 
ing pope; the a^e of Frederic the 
Great, of Cathenne the Second, of 
Joseph the Second, of Peter Leopold, 
of Lenedict XIV., of Ganganelh, 01 
Pombal, of Aranda; when the \ery 
Bourbons of Naples were liberals and 
reformers, and all the active minds 
among the noblesse ot France v^en 
filled with the ideas which were soon 
after to cost them so dear. Surely a 
conclusive example how far mere phy- 
sical and economic power is from being 
the whole of social power. It was not 
by any chaufxe in the distribution of 
material interests, but by the spread of 
moral convictions, that negro slavery 
has been put an end to in the Britisn 
Empire and elsewhere. The serfs in 
Russia owe their emancipation, if not 
to a sentiment of duty, it least to the 
growth of a more eniiixhtened opinion 
respecting the true interent of the State. 
It 18 what men think, that determines 
how they act ; and though the persua- 
flions and convictions of avei^ge men 
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are IB « mucb greater degree deter- 
mined by their personal position than 
by reason, no little power is exercised 
over them by the persuasions and con- 
Yictions of those whose personal posi- 
tion is different, and by the united 
anthortty of the instructed. When, 
therefore, the instructed in general can 
be brought to reco^ise one social ar- 
rangement, or political or other insti- 
tution, as ^nod, and another as bad, 
one M desirable, another as condemn- 



able, very much has been done towards 
giving to the one, or withdrawing from 
the other, that preponderance of social 
force which enaoles it to subsist. And 
the maxim, that the government of a 
country is what the social fotces in 
existence compel it to be, is true onlj 
in the sense in which it fikvount, instead 
of discouragine, the attempt to ezer 
cise, amonff all forms of govemmenf 
practicable m the existing conditioa V 
society, a rational choioe. 
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Tsfe form of government for any 

Siven country being (within certain 
efinite conditions) amenable to choice, 
it is now to be considered bv what test 
the choice should be directed ; what are 
the distinctive characteristics of the 
form of government best fitted to pro- 
mote the interests of any given societ;^. 
Before entering into this inquiry, it 
may seem necessary to decide what 
are the proper functions of govern- 
ment ; for, government altogether being 
only a means, the eligibility of the 
means must depend on their adapta- 
tion to the end. But this mode of 
stating the problem gives less aid to 
its investigation than might be sup- 
posed, and does not even bring the 
whole of the question into view. For, 
in the first place, the proper functions 
of a government are not a fixed 'thing, 
but different in different states of 
society ; much more extensive in a 
backward than in an advanced state. 
And, secondly, the character of a 
government or set of political institu- 
tions cannot be sufiiciently estimated 
while we confine our attention to the 
« legitimate n>her6 of governmental 
functions. For though the goodness 
of a government is necessarily circum- 
scribed within that sphere, its badness 
imhappflv is not. Every kind and 
degree of evil of which mankind are 
iosooptiUe, may bo inflicted on them , 



by their government ; snd none of the 
good which social existence is capable 
o( can be any further realized than as 
the constitution of the goveTument is 
compatible with, and allows scope for, 
its attainment. Not to speak of in- 
direct effects, the direct meddling of 
the public authorities has no necessary 
limits but those of human existence; 
and the influence of government oi 
the well-being of society can be con- 
sidered or estimated in reference t« 
nothing less than the whole of the in< 
terests of humanity. 

Being thus obliged to place before 
ourselves, as the test of good and bad 
government, so complex an object as 
the aggregate interests of society, we 
would wilHngly attempt some kind of 
classification of those mterests, which, 
bringing them before the mind in 
definite ^'oups, might give indication of 
the quabties by which a form of govern- 
ment is fitted to promote those various 
interests respectively. It would be a 
great facility if we could say, the good 
of society consists of such and such ele- 
ments ; one of these elements requires 
such conditions, another such others 
the government, then, which unites in 
the greatest degree all these conditions, 
must be the best. The theory of go- 
vernment would thus be built up from 
the separate theorems of the elements 
which compose a good state of socieigr» 
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Unfortunately, to enumerate and 
claflsifj the constituents of social well- 
being, so as to admit of the formation 
of Buch theorems, is no easy task. Most 
of those who, in the last or present 
generation, have applied themselves to 
the philosophy of politics in any com- 
prehensive spirit, have felt the import- 
ance of such a classification ; but the 
attempts which have been made to- 
wards it are as yet limited, so far as I 
am aware, to a single step. The 
classification begins and ends with a 
; partition of the exigencies of society 
between the two heads of Order ana 
Progress (in the phraseology of French 
thinkers); Permanence and Progres- 
sion, in the words of CJoleridge. This 
division is plausible and seductive, 
from the apparently clean-cut opposi- 
tion between its two members, and 
the remarkable difference between the 
sentiments to which they appeal. But 
I apprehend that (however admissible 
for pui-poses of popular discourse), the 
distinction between Order, or Perma- 
nence, and Progress, employed to de- 
She the qualities necessary in a govern- 
ment, is unscientific and incorrect. 

For, first, what are Order and Pro- 
gress ? Concerning Progress there is 
no difficulty, or none which is appa- 
rent at first sight. AVhen Progress is 
spoken of as one of the wants of numan 
society, it may be supposed to mean 
Improvement. Tliat is a tolerably 
distinct idea. But what is Order? 
S«imettmes it means more, sometimes 
\ess, but hardly ever the whole of what 
human society needs except improv^ 
ment. * v» 

In its narrowest acceptation, Order 
means Obedi nee. A guvemment is 
said to preserve order, if it succeeds in 
netting rtnelf obeyed. But there are 
different degrees of obedience, and it is 
not every degree that is commendable. 
Only an unmitigated despotism de- 
mands that the individual citizen shall 
obey unconditionally every mandate 
of persons in authority. We must at 
least limit the definition to such man> 
dates as are genera], and issued in the 
deliberate form of laws. Order, thus 
imderstoiKl, expresses, doubtless, an in* 
dispensable attribute of government. 



Those who are unable to make theif 
ordinances obeyed, cannot be said to 
govern. But though a necessary con- 
oition, this is not the object of govern- 
ment. That it should make itself 
obeyed is requisite, in order that it may 
accomplish some otl^r purpose. We 
are still to seek what is this other pur- 
pose, which government ought to fulfil, 
abstractedly from the idea of improve- 
ment, and which has to be fulfilled in 
ev«^y society, whether stationary or 
pj^gressive. 

^ In a sense somewhat more enlarged, 
Order means the preservation of peace, 
by the cesnation of private violence. 
Order is said to exist, where the people 
of the country have, as a general rme, 
ceased to prosecute their quarrels by 
private force, and aoouired the habit 
of referring the decision of their dis- 
putes and the redress of their injuries 
to the public authorities. But m this 
larger use of the term, as well as in 
the former narrow one, Order expresses 
rather one of the conditions of govern- 
ment, than either its purpose or the 
criterion of its excellence. For the 
habit may be well established of sub- 
mitting to the government, and refer- 
ring all disputed matters to its au- 
thority, and yet the manner in which 
the goveimnent deals with those dis- 
puted matters, and with the other 
things about which it concerns itself 
may differ by the whole interval which 
divides the best from the worst ponsible. 
If we intend to comprise in the idea 
of Order, all that society requires from 
its government, which is not included 
in the idea of Progress, we must define 
Order as the preservation of all kinds 
and amounts of good which already 
exist, and Progress as consisting in the 
increase of them. This distinction 
does comprehend in one or the other 
section everything which a government 
can be required to promote. But, thus 
understood, it affords no basis for a 
philosophy of government. We can- 
not say that, in constituting a polity, 
cei-tain provisions ought to be made for 
Order and certain others for Progress ; 
since the conditions of Order, in the 
sense now indicated, and those of Pro> 
gress, are n^ 9p|»Bite^ but the same. 
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The agencies which tend to preserve 
the social good which already exists, 
aie the very same whicli promote the 
increase of it, and vic& vei'sd : the sole 
difference being, that a greater degree 
of those agencies is required for the 
latter purpose than for the former. 

What, for example, are the qnalitieB 
in the citizens ludividnallj, which 
conduce most to keep up the amount 
if good conduct, of good m^magement, 
of success and prosperity, which al- 
ready exist in society? Everybody 
will agree that those qualities are, 
industry, integrity, justice, and pru- 
dence. But are not these, of all quali- 
ties, the most conducive to improve- 
ment? and is not any growth of these 
virtues in the community, in itself the 
greatest of improvements? If so, what- 
ever qualities in the government are 
^nimoti ve 6f industry, integrity, justice, 
ftnd prudence, conduce alike to perma- 
nence and to profession ; only tnere is 
needed more of tnose qualities to mj^ke 
the society decidedly progressive, than 
merely to keep it permanent. 

What, again, are the particular at- 
tribates in human beings, which seem 
to have a more especial reference to 
Pro^Bs, and doni»t so directly suggest 
the ideas of Order and Preservation ? 
They aro chiefly the qualities of mental 
activity, enterprise, and courage. But 
«re not all these qualities fully as much 
required for pre8ervi^^g the good we 
have, as for adding to it? If there is 
anything ceiiiain in human affairs, it 
is that valuable acquisitions are only 
to be retained by the continuation of 
the same energies which gained them. 
Things left to take care of themselves 
Inevitably decay. Those whom suc- 
cess induces to relax their habits of 
care and thoughtfulness, and their 
< wiUingness to encounter disagreeables, 
seld'im long retain thoir gooa fortune 
at its height, llie mental attribute 
which seems exclusively dedicated to 
Progress, and is the culmination of the 
tendencies to it, is Originality, or In- 
vention. Yet this is no less necessary 
for Permanence ; since, in the inevita- 
ble changes of human affairs new in- 
conveniences and dangers continuaUy 
grow np^ which must be encountered 



by new resources and contrivances, in 
order to keep things going on even onl^ 
as well as they did before. Whatever 
qualities, therefore, in. a government, 
tend to encourage activity, energy 
courage, originabty, are requisites of 
Permanence as well as of Pn)g?'eB8 
only a somewhat less degree of them 
will on the average suffice for th« 
former purpose than for the latter. 

To pass now from the mental to the 
outward and objective reqtiisites of 
society ; it is impossible to point out 
any contrivance in politics, or arrange- 
ment of social affairs, which oonditcos 
to Order only, or to Progress only ; 
whatever tends to either promotes 
both. Take, for instance, the common 
institution of a police. Order is the ob- 
ject which seems most immediately 
interested in the efficiency of this part 
of the social organization. Yet if it is 
effectual to promote Order, that is, if 
It represses crime, and enables every 
one to feel his person and property 
secure, can any state of thingH be more 
conducive to Progi'ess? The greater 
security of property is one of the main 
conditions and cauvses of greater pro- 
duction, which is Progress in its most 
familiar and vulgarest a8|>ect. The 
better repression of crime represses 
the dispositions which tend to crime, 
and this is Progress in a somewhat 
higher sense. The release of the in- 
dividual from the cares and anxieties of 
a state of imperfect protection, sets his 
faculties free to be employed in any 
new effort for improving his own 8tat« 
and that of others: while the uame 
cause, by attaching him to social ex- 
istence, and making him no longer see 
present or prospective enemies in his 
fellow-creatures, fosters all those feel- 
ings of kindness and fellowship towards 
others, and interest in the general well- 
being of the community, which are 
such important parts of social improve- 
ment. 

Take, again, such a familiar case af 
that of a good system of taxation and 
finance. This would generally be 
clasned as belonging to the province of 
Order. Yet what can be more con- 
ducive to Pi-ogress ? A financial sys- 
tem which promotes the one, conduoeiv 
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by ihe Tery same excellences, to the 
other. Economy, for example, equally 
preBerves the existing stock of national 
wealth, and favours the creation of 
more. A just distrihution of huilhens, 
hy holding up to every citizen an ex- 
ample of morality and good conscience 
applied to difficult adjuHtments, and an 
evidence of the value which the highest 
authorities attach to them, tends m an 
eminent degree to educate the moral 
sentiments of the community, hoth in 
respect of strength and of discrimina- 
tion. 3uch a mode of levying the taxes 
as does not impede the industry, or un- 
necessarily interfere with the liberty^ 
of the citizen, promotes, not the pre- 
servation onlv, but the increase of the 
national wealth, and encourages a more 
active use of the individual faculties. 
And vice versdj all errors in finance 
and taxation which obstruct the im- 
provement of the people in wealth and 
morals, tend also, if of sufficiently seri- 
ous amount, positively to impoverish 
and demoralize them. It holds, in 
short, universally, that when Order 
and Permanence are taken in their 
widest sense, for the stability of exist- 
ing advantages, the requisites of Pro- 
pees are but the requisites of Order 
ID a greater degree ; those of Perma- 
nence merely those of Progress, in a 
somewhat smaller measure. 

In support of the position that Order 
is intrinsically different from Progi-ess, 
and that preservation of existing and 
acquisition of additional good are suffi- 
ciently distinct to afford the basis of a 
fundamental classification, we shall 
perhaps bo reminded that Progress 
ma^ be at the expense of Order ; that 
while we are acquiring, or striving to 
acquire, good of one kind, we may be 
losing ground in respect to others : thus 
there mav be progress in wealth, while 
there is deterioration in virtue. Grant- 
ing this, what it proves is, not that 
Progress is generically a different 
thing from Permanence, but that wealth 
is a different thing from virtue. Pro- 
gress is permanence and something 
more ; and it is no answer to this, to 
say that Progress in one thing does 
not imply Permanence in everything. 
Ko BQore does Progress in one thing 



imply Progress in everything. Plo- 
^ss of any kind includes Pormanenct 
m that same kind ; whenever Perma- 
nence is sacrificed to some particular 
kind of Progress, other Process is still 
more sacrificed to it ; and if it be not 
worth the sacrifice, not the interest of 
Permanence alone has been disre- 
garded, but the general interest of Pro- 
gress has been mistaken. 

If these improperly contrasted ideas 
are to be used at all in the attempt to 
give a first commencement of scientifio 
precision to the notion of good govern- 
ment, it would be more philosophically 
correct to icave out of ^e definition 
thg^word Order, and to /say that the 
thfBt government is that/which is most 
I Conducive to Prqgres§»^ For Progress 
includes OrderJ^jiCOfier does not in- 
clude Trogress. ProgEEsa Jfl a greatei 
degree^4hia1rtjf^ich Order is a less. 
Ojtdeffm any other^nse, stands only 
for a part of the pre-requisites of goon 
goyer m^ent, not for its idea and 
essence.. Oraer wutt}4 find a more 
suitable \place amon^ :th6 conditions 
of Progress ; since, if we would in- 
crease^ giir sum of good, nothing is 
more ii^ispensable than to take due 
care of what we already have. If we 
are en/aeavouring after more riches, 
our v^ first rule should be, not to 
squander uselessly our existing means. 
Order, thus considered, is not an addi- 
tionall end to be reconciled with Pro- 
gre^, but a part and means of Pro- 
cess itself. If a gain in one resect 
IS purchased by « mora than equiva- 
lent loss in the same or in any other, 
the^ is not Progress. Conducivencss 
to Progress, thus understood, includes 
the whole excellence of a government. 
But, though metaphysically defen- 
sible, this definition of the criterion of 
good government is not appropriate, 
because, though it contains toe whole 
of the truth, it recals only a part 
What is suggested by the term Prt- 
gress is the idea of moving onward, 
whereas the meaning of it here is quits 
as much the prevention of falling back 
Ihe very same social causes — ^tht 
same behefs, feelings, institutions, and 
practices — are as much required to 
prevent society from retrograding, as 
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lo produce a fciTther advance. Were 
there no improvement to be hoped for, 
^e would not be the less an unceasing 
Btruggie against causes of detei-iora- 
tion ; as it even now is. Politics, as 
conceived by the ancients, consisted 
wholly in this. The natural tendency 
of men and their works was to degene* 
ratej. which tendency, however, by good 
institutions virtuously administered, it 
might b^ possible for an indefinite 
length of time to counteract. 1 hough 
we no longer hold this opinion ; though 
most men in the present age profess, 
the contranr creed, believing that the 
tendency of things, on the whole, is 
towards improvement;^ we ought Hot 
to foroet, that there is an incessant 
and ever-flowing current of human 
affairs towards the worse, consisting of 
all the follies, all the vices, all the 
negligences, indolences, and svpine- 
nesses of mankind ; which is only con- 
trolled, and kept from sweeping all 
before it, by the exertions which some 
personfl constantly, and others by fits, 
put forth in the direction of good and 
worthy objects. It gives a very insuf- 
ficient idea of the importance of the 
strivings which take place to improve 
and elevate human nature and hfe, to 
BQppose that their chief vfilue consists 
in tne amount of actual improvement 
realized by their means, and that the 
consequence of their cessation would 
merely be that we should remain as 
we are. A very small diminution of 
those exertions wotdd not only put a 
■top to improvement, but would turn 
^e general tendency of things towards 
deterioration; which, once begun, 
wonld proceed with increasing ra-. 
m'dity, and become more and more dif- 
ncolt to check, until it reached a state 
often seen in history, and in which 
many large portions of mankind even 
now grovel; when hardly anything 
short of superhuman power seems suf- 
ficient to turn the tide, and give a 
fre^ commencement to the upward 
movement. 
These reasons make the word Pro- 
\ nress as unapt as the terms Order and 
If ennanence, to become the basis for a 
jelassificaHon of the requisites of »', 
form of govermnent. The fundamental 






antithesis which these words exptess 
does not He m the things themselves, 
so much &R in the types of human cha- 
racter which answer to them. There 
are, we know, some minds in which 
caution, and others in which boldness, 
predominates : in some, the desire to 
avoid imperilling what is already pos- 
sessed is a stronger sentiment tuan 
that which prompts to improve the 
old^ and acquire new advantages; 
while there are others who lean 
the contrary way, and are more eager 
for future than careful of present gCMod. 
The road to the ends of both is the 
same; but they are liable to wander 
from it in (^posite directions. Tlui 
consideration is of importance in com- 
posing the personnel of any political 
body : persons of both types ought to - 
be included in it, that tne tendencies 
of each may be tempered, in so far as 
they are excessive, by a due proportion 
of tho other. There needs no express 
provision to ensure this object, pro* 
vided care is taken to admit notmng 
inconsistent with it. The natural ana 
spontaneous admixture of the old and . 
tne young, of those whose position and 
reputation are made, and ^hose who 
have them still to make, wiU in gene- 
ral suflficiently answer the purpose, if 
only this natural balance is not dis- 
turbed by artificial regulation. 

Since the distinction most commonly 
adopted for the classification of social 
exigencies does not possess the proper- 
ties needful for that use, we nave to 
seek for some other leading distinction 
better adapted to the purpose. Such 
a distinction would seem to be indi- 
cated by the considerations to which I 
now proceed. 

If we ask ourselves on what causes 
and conditions good government in all t 
its senses, from the humblest to the - * 
most exalted, depends, we find that ; 
the principal of them, the one which 
transcends all others, is the qualities 
of the human beings composmg tho 
socie^ over which the government is 
exercised. 

We may take, as a first instance^ 
the administration of justice ; with ths 
more propriety sinca there is no psil 
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of pnbKc btisineBs in wbicH the mere 
machinery, the rules and contnvances 
for conducting the details of the opera- 
tion, are of such vital consequence. 
Yet even these yield in importance to 
the qualities of the human agents em- 
ployed. Of what efficacy are rulefe of 
procedure in securing the ends of jus- 
tice, if the moral condition of the 
people is such that the witnesses gene- 
rally lie, and the judges and their 
subordinates take bribes? Again, 
how can institutions provide a good 
muni< inal administration, if there ex- 
istH sucn indifference to the subject, that 
those who would administer honestly 
and capably cannot be induced to 
serve, and the duties are left to those 
who undertake them because they have 
some private interest to be promoted ? 
Of what avail is the most broadly 
popular representative system, if the 
electors do not care to choose the best 
member of parliament, but choose him 
who will spend most money to be 
elected? How can a representative 
assembly work for good, if its uiembei'S 
cap be bought, or if their excitability 
of temperament, uncorrected by public 
discipline or private self-control, makes 
them incapable of calm deliberation, 
and they resort to manual violence on 
the floor of the House, or shoot at one 
another with rifles ? How, again, can 
government, or any joint concern, be 
carried on in a tolerable mKhner by 
people so envious, that if one among 
them seems likely to succeed in any- 
thing, those who ought to co-operate 
with him form a tacit combination to 
make him fail ? Whenever the gene- 
ral disposition of the people is such, 
that each individual regards those 
only of his interests which are selfish, 
and does not dwell on, or concern him- 
self for, his share of the general inte- 
rest, in such a stale of things good 
government is impossible. The in- 
fluence of defects of intelligence in 
obstructing all the elements of good 
government requires no illustration. 
Government consists of acts done by 
human beings ; and if the agents, ur 
those who choose the agents, or those 
to whom the agents are responsible, vr 
the Iooker8-OD whose opinion ought to 



influence and check all these, are mem 
masses of ignorance, stnpiditjr, and 
balefiil prejudice, every operation of 
government will go wrong: while, in 
proportion as the men rise above this 
standard, so will the government im- 
prove in quality ; up to the point of 
excellence, attainable bat nowhere at- 
tained, where the officers of govern- 
ment, themselves persons of superior 
virtue and intellect, are surrounded by 
the atmosphere of a virtuous and en- 
liiihtened public opinion. 

The first element of good govern- 
ment, therefore, being the virtue and 
intelh'gcnce of the human beings com- 
posing the community, the most im- 
poitant point of excellence which any 
form of government can possess is to 
promote the virtue and intelligence of 
the people themselves. The first 
question in renpect to any political in- 
stitutions is, how far they tend to foster 
in the members of the community the 
various desirable qualities, moral and 
intellectual ; or rather (following Ben- 
tham's more complete classification) 
moral, intellectual, and active. The 

fovemment which does this the best, 
as every likelihood of being the best 
in all other respects, since it is on 
these qualities, so far as they exist in 
the people, that all possibility of good- 
ness in the practical operations of the 
government depends. 

We may consider, then, as one cri- 
terion of the goodness of a government, 
the d<»gree in which it tends to in- 
creasto the sum of good qimlities in the 
governed, collectively ana individually; 
since, besides that their well-being is 
the sole object of government, their 
good qualities supply the moving force 
which works the machinery. This 
leaves, as the other constituent ele- 
ment of the meiit of a government, the 
quality of the mathinery itself; that 
is, the degree in which it is adapted 
to take advantage of the amount of 
good qualities which may at any time 
exist, and make them instrumental to 
the right purposes. Let us again take 
the subject of judicature as an example 
and illustration. The judicial systent 
being jiiven, the goodness of the ad- 
ministration of juijtico is in tbo tovf* 
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pound ratio of the worth of the men 
composing the tribunals, and the worth 
of the public opinion which influences 
or controls them. But all the differ- 
ence between a good and a bad system 
of judipature lies in the contrivances 
adopted for bringing whatever moral 
and intellectual worth exists in the 
a>mmunit3r to bear upon the adminis- 
^ tion of justice, and making it duly 
operativj on the result. The arrange- 
ments fir rendering the choice of the 
judges snch as to obtain the highest 
averagcy of virtue and intelligence ; 
tary^ forms of procedure ; the 
which allows observation and 
of whatever is amiss; the 
of discussion and censure 
through the press ; the mode of taking 
evidenoe, according as it is weU 
or ^^ adapted to elicit truth ; 
tke facilities, whatever be their 
/amount, for obtaining access to the 
tribunals ; the arrangements for de- 
tecting crimes and apprehending 
offenders; — all these things are not 
the power, but the machinery for 
br&iging the power into contact with 
^md obstacle : and the machineij has 
no action of itself, but without it the 
power, let it be ever so ample, would 
be wasted and of no effect. A similar 
". /distinction exists in xiegard to the oon- 
' /stitution of the ^scmtive departments 
/of i|^ inititrati a a 7yTheir machinery 
J 10 ^ood, when the pro|)er tests ai*e pre- 
J -«cnbed for the qualifications of officers, 
7 the proper rules for their promotion ; 
I when the business i&^onveniently dis- 
tributed atpong those who are to trans- 
act it, a convenient ana "methodical 
order eotftbliihed-lbrJtfl ijransactidn, a 
correct and intelligible record kept of 
it after being transacted ; when each 
individual knows for what he is re- 
sponsible, and is known to others as 
responsiUe for it ; when the best-con- 
trived checks are provided against 
negligence, £&vouritism, or jobbery, n 
any of the acts of the department. 
But political checks will no more act 
of themselves, than a bridle will direct 
a horse without a rider. If the check- 
ing ftmctionaries are as corrupt or as 
Legligent as those whom they ought 
10 okeokf and if tha public, the main- 



r'lg of the whole checking ma- 
ery, are too ignorant, too passive, 
or too careless and inattentive, to do 
their part, little benefit will be derived 
from the best administrative appa* 
ratuB. Yet a good apparatus is always 
preferable to a bad. It enables such 
insufficient moving or checking power 
as exists, to act at the greatest advan- 
tage J and without it, no amount of 
moving or checking power would be 
sufficient. Publicity, for instance, is 
no impediment to evil nor stimulus to 
^ood if the public will not look at what 
IS done ; but without publicity, how 
could they either check or encourage 
what they were not permitted to see ? 
The ideally perfect constitution of a 
public office is that in which the inte- 
rest of the ftmctionary is entirely coin' 
cident with his duty. No mere systen. 
will make it so, but still less can it be 
made so without a system, aptly de- 
vised for the purpose. 
- What we have said of the arrange- 
ments for the detailed administration 
of the government, is still more evi- 
dently true of its general constitution. 
All government which aims at being 
good is an organization of some part of 
the good qualities existing in the in- 
dividual members of the community, 
for the conduct of its collective affairs. 
A representative constitution is a 
means of bringing the general standard 
of intelligence and honesty existing in 
the community, and the individual in- 
tellect and virtue of its wisest mem- 
bers, more directly to bear upon the 
government, and investing them with 
^eater influence in it, than they would 
m general have under any other mode 
of organization; though, under any, 
such influence as they do have is the 
source of all good that there is in the 
government, and the hindrance of every 
evil that there is not. The greater the 
amount of these good qualities which 
the institutions of a country succeed in 
organizing, and the better the mode of 
organization, the better will be the 
government. 

We have now, therefore, obtained a 
foundation for a twofold division of the 
merit which any set of political insti- 
tutions ean possess. It consists partly 
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of the degree in whicli thej promote 
the genend mental advancement of the 
community, inchiding under that phrase 
advancement in intellect, in virtue, and 
in practical activity and efficiency; and 
partly of the degree of perfection with 
which they organize the moral, intel- 
lectual, and active worth already ex- 
isting, so as to operate with the great- 
est effect on public affairs. A^ govern- 
ment is to be judged by its action upon 
men, and by its action upon things; 
by what it makes of the citizens, and 
what it does with them ; its tendency 
to improve or deteriorate the people 
themselves, and the goodness or bad- 
ness of the work it performs for them, and 
by means of them. Government is at once 
a ^at influence acting on the human 
mmd, and a set of organized arrange- 
mentii for public business : in the Curst 
capacitt its beneficial action is chiefly in- 
direct, but not thereture less vital, while 
its mischievous action may be direct. 

The difference between these two 
functions of a government is not, like 
that between Order and Pro^ss, a 
difference merely in degree^ but in kind. 
We must not, however, suppose that 
they have no intimate connexion with 
one another. The institutions which 
ensure the best management of public 
affairs practicable in tne existing state 
of cultivation, tend by this alone to the 
further improvement of that state. A 
people which had the most just laws, 
the purest and most efficient judicature, 
the most enlightened administrntion, 
the most equitable and least onerous 
system of finance, compatible with the 
stage it had attained in moral and in- 
tellectual advancement, would be in a 
fair way to pass rapidly into a higher 
stage. Nor is there any mode in which 
political institutions can contribute 
more effectually to the improvement of 
the people, than by doing their more 
direct work well. And, reversely, if 
^heir machinery is so badly constructed 
that they do their own particular busi- 
ness ill, the effect is felt in a thousand 
ways in lowering the morality and 
deadening the intelligence and activi^ 
of the people. But the distinction is 
nevertheless real, because this is only 
cue ol the meani by which political in- 



stitutions improve or deteriorate the 
human mind, and the causes and model 
of that beneBcial or injurious influence 
remain a distinct and much wider sub- 
ject of study. 

Of the two modee of operation by 
which a form of government or set of 
political institutions affects the welfare 
of the community — its operation as an 
agency of national education, and itt 
arrangements for conducting the cot 
lective affairs of the community in the 
state of education in which they al- 
ready are; tlie last evidently varies 
much less, from difference of country 
and state of civilization, than the first. 
It has also much less to do with the 
fundamental constitution of the govern- 
ment. The mode of conducting the 
practical business of government, which 
IS best under a free constitution, would 
generally be best also in an absolute 
monarchy: only, an absolute monarchy 
is not so likely to practise it. The laws 
of property, for example ; the principles 
of eviaenoe and judicial procedure ; the 
system of taxation and of financial ad- 
ministration, need not necessarily bo 
different in different forms of govern* 
ment. Each of these matters has 
principles and rules of its own, which 
are a subject of separate study. G^e- 
neral jurisprudence, civil and penal 
ledslation, financial and commercial 
policy, are sciences in themselves, or 
rather, separate members of the com- 
prehensive science or art of govern- 
ment : and the most enli^tened doc- 
trines on all these subjects, though not 
equally likely to be understood or acted 
on under all forms of government, vet, 
if understood and acted on, would in 
general be ecjually beneficial under 
them all. It is true that these doo- 
trines could not be applied without 
some modifications to all states of so- 
ciety and of the human mind : never- 
theless, by far the greater number of 
them would require modifications solely 
of detail, to adapt them to any state of 
society sufficiently advanced to possess 
rulers capable of understanding thera. • 
A government to which they would 
be wholly unsuitable, must be one 
so bad in itself, or so opposed to 
puUio feeling, as to be unable to 
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maintain itself in existence by lionest 
means. 

It is otherwise with that portion of 
lihe interests of the conimnmty which 
relate to the better or worse training 
of the people themselves. Considered 
as instrumental to this, institutions 
need to be radically different, according 
to the stage of advancement already 
reached. The recognition of this truth, 
though for the most part empirically 
rather than philosophically, may be re- 
garded as the main {K)int of superiority 
in the political theories of the present 
above those of the last age ; in which 
it was customary to claim representa- 
tive democracy for England or France 
by arguments which would equally 
have proved it the only fit form of go- 
vernment for Bedouins or Malays. The 
state (^ diflerent communities, in point 
of culture and development, ranges 
iiownwards to a condition very little 
above the highest of the beasts. The 
upward range, too, is considerable, and 
the future possible extension vastly 
greater. A community can only be 
developed .out of one of these states 
into ^ higher, by a concourse of influ- 
ences, among the principal of which is 
the government to which they are sub- 
ject. In all states of human improve- 
ment ever yet attained, the nature and 
degree of authority exercised over indi- 
yiduals, the distribution of power, and 
the conditions of commana and obe- 
diencoi are the most powerful of the 
influences, except their religious belief, 
which make them what they are, ana 
enable them to become what they can 
be. They ma^ be stopped short at any 
point in their progress, by defective 
adaptation of their government to that 
particular stage of advancement. And 
the one indispensable merit of a go- 
Temment, in favour of which it may 
be forgiven almost any ^moimt of other 
dement compatible with progress, is 
that its operation on the people is fa- 
Tourable, or not unfavourable, to the 
next step which it is necessary for them 
to take, m order to raise themselves to 
A hi&rher level 

Tkus (to repeat a former example), 
a people in a state of savage indepen- 
deiMei in whioh eyexy one lives for him- 



self, exempt, unless by fits, from any 
external control, is practically incapable 
of making any progress in civilization 
until it has learnt to obey. The indis* 
pensable virtue, therefore, in a. govern 
ment which establishes itself over a 
people of this sort is, that it make itself 
obeyed. To enable it to dp this, the 
constitution of the government must be 
nearljr, or quite, despotic. A constitu- 
tion m any degree popular, dependent 
on the voluntary surrender by the dif- 
ferent members of the commimity of 
their individual freedom of action, would 
fail to enforce the first lesson which the 
pupils, in this stage of their progress, 
require. Accordingly, the civilization 
of such tribes, when not the result of 
juxtaposition with others already civi. 
lized, is almost always the work of an 
absolute ruler, deriving his power either 
from religion or military prowess; very 
often from foreign arms. 

Again, uncivilized races, and the 
bravest and most energetic still more 
than the rest, are averse to continuous 
labour of an unexciting kind. Yet all 
real civilization is at this price ; with- 
out such labour, neither can the mind 
be disciplined into the habits required 
by civilized society, nor the material 
world prepared to receive it. There 
needs a rare concurrence of circum- 
stances, and for that reason often a 
vast length of ^ime, to reconcile such a 
people to industry, unless they are for 
a while compelled to it. Hence even 
personal slavery, by giving a com- 
mencement to industrial life, and en- 
forcing it as the exclusive occupation 
of the most numerous portion of the 
community, may accelerate the transi- 
tion to a better freedom than that of 
fighting and rapine. It is almost need- 
less to say that this excuse for slavery 
is onl^ available in a very early state 
of society. A civilized people have far 
other means of imparting civilization 
to those under their influence; and 
slavery is, in all its details, so repug- 
nant to that government of law, wnicn 
is the foundation of all modem life, and 
so corrupting to the mnster-class when 
they have once co^ie under civilized 
influences, that its adoption under any 
circomstancei wiiatever ia modem 
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fociety is a relapse into worse tlian 
barbarism. 

At some period, however, of their 
history, ahnost every people, now civi- 
lized, have consisted, in majority, of 
slaves. A people in that condition 
•lequire to raise them out of it a very 
different polity from a nation of sa- 
vages. If they are energetic by natm«, 
and especially if there be aBSociated 
with them in the same community an 
industrious class who are neither slaves 
nor slave-owners (as was the case in 
Greece), they need, probably, no more 
to ensure their improvement than to 
make them free : when freed, they may 
often be fit, like Roman freedmen, to 
be admitted at once to the full rights 
of citizenship. This, however, is not 
the normal condition of slavery, and is 
generally a sign that it is becoming 
obsolete. A slave, properly so called, 
is a being who has not learnt to help 
himself. He is, no doubt, one step in 
advance of a savage. He has not the 
first lesson of political society still to 
acquire. He has learnt to obey. But 
what he obeys is only a direct com- 
mand. It is the characteristic of horn 
slaves to be incapable of conforming 
their conduct to a rule, or law. They 
can only do what they are ordered, and 
only when they are ordered to do it. 
If a man whom they fear is standing 
over them and threatening them with 
punishment, they obey ; but when his 
Dack is turned, the work remains un- 
done. I'he motive determining them 
must appeal not to their interests, but 
to their instincts ; immediate hope or 
immediate terror. A despotism, which 
mav ta&e the savage, will, in so far as 
it IS a despotism, only confirm the 
slaves in their incapacities. Yet a 
government under their own control 
would lie entirely unmanageable by 
them. Their improvement cannot come 
from themselves, but must be superin- 
duced from without. The step which 
they have to take, and their only path 
to improvement, is to be raised from a 

government of will to one of law They 
ave to be taught self government, and 
this, in its initial stage, means the ca- 
l^ity to act on general instructions. 
What th«y rec^uifa ii not a goveraneiit 



of force, but one of guidaiica. Being; 
however, in too low a state to yield to 
the guidance of any but those to whom 
they look up as the possessors of force, 
the sort of government fittest for them 
is one which possesses force, but seldom 
uses it : a parental despotism or aristo- 
cracy, resemb ing the St. Simonian 
form of Socialism ; maintaining a ge- 
neral superintendence over all the ope- 
rations of society, so as to keep before 
each the sense of a present force suffix 
cient to compel his obedience to the 
rule laid down, but which, owing to tbfl 
impossibility of descending to regnlate 
all the minutifs of industry and life, 
necessarily leaves and induces indivi- 
duals to do much of themselves. This, 
which may be termed the government 
of leading-strings, seems to be the one 
required to carry such a people tha 
most rapidly through the next neces- 
sary step in social progress. Such ap- 
pears to have been the idea of tne 
government of the Incas of Peru ; and 
such was that of the Jesuits of Para- 
guay. I need scarcely remark that 
kading-strings are only admissible as 
a means of gradually training the 
people to walk alone. 

It would be out of place to carry the 
illustration further. To attempt to in- 
vestigate what kind of government is 
suited to every known state of society 
would be to compose a treatise, not on 
representative government, but on po- 
litical science at large. For our mora 
limited purpose we borrow from poli- 
tical philosophy onl;^ its general prin- 
ciples. To determine the form of 
government most suited to any parti- 
cular people, we must be able, among 
the defects and shortcoming which 
belong to that people, to distinguish 
those that are the immediate impedi- 
ment to progress ; to discover what it 
is which (as it were) stops the way. 
The best government for them is the 
one which tends most to give them 
that for want of which they cannot 
advance, or advance only in a lame 
and lopsided manner. We must not, 
however, forget the reservation ne- 
cessary in all things which have for 
their object improvement, or Progresa 
namely^ that in seakiag the good wbi^h 
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B needed, no damage^ or b$ little as 
possible, be done to that already pos- 
sessed. A people of savages should be 
taught obemence, but not in such a 
manner as to convert them into a 
people of slaves. And ^(to give the 
observation a higher generality) the 
form of government whicb is most 
effectual for carrying a people through 
the next stage or progress, will still be 
yery improper for them if it does this 
in such a manner as to o]»struct, or 
positively unfit them for, the step next 
beyond. Such cases are frequent, and 
are among the most melancholy facts 
in histoi^. The Egyptian hierarchy, 
the paternal despotism of China, were 
Tery fit instruments for carr^^ those 
nations up to the point of civilization 
which they attained. But having 
reached that point, they were brought 
to a permanent halt, for want of mental 
fiberty and individuality ; requisites of 
improi^ement which the institutions 
-4^t had carried them thus far, entirely 
incapacitated them from acquiring; 
and as the institutions did not break 
down and give place to others, further 
improvement stopped: In contrast 
with these nations, let us consider the 
example .of an opposite character af- 
fbrdea bv another and a comparatively 
insignifi^nt Oriental people—the Jews. 
'They, too, had an absolute monarchy 
and a hierarchy, and their organized 
institutions were as obviously of sacer- 
dotal origin as those of the Hindoos. 
Hiese did for them what was done for 
other Oriental races by their institi^ 
tions — subdued them to industry ana 
order, and gave them a national life. 
But neither their kings nor their priests 
ever obtained, as in those other coun- 
tries, the exclusive moulding of their 
character. Their religion, which en- 
abled persons of genius and a high 
religion^ tone to be regarded and to 
regard themselves as inspired .from 
heaven, .gave existence to an inestima- 
bly predoiis unorganized institution — 
the Order (if it may be so tiermed) of 
Prophets. Onder the protection, gene- 
rally though not always effectual, of 
their sacred character, the Prophets 
were a power in the nation, often more 
t)wn II match for kings and priests, #nd 



kept up, in tnat little comei^ of tht 
earth, tho antagonism of influences 
which is the only real security fiw con- 
tinued progress. Helicon consequently 
was not there, what it has been in so 
many other places — a consecration of 
all that was once established, and a 
barrier against further improvement. 
The remark of a distinguished Hebrew, 
M. Salvador, that the Prophets were, 
in Church and State, the equivalent of 
the modem liberty of the p^ss, gives 
a just but not an ade(^uate conception 
of the part fulfilled m national and 
universal histoiy by this great element 
of Jewish life ; by means of which, the 
canon of inspiration never being com- 
plete, the persons most eminent in 
genius and moral feeling could not only 
denounce and reprobate, with the direct 
authority of the Almightv, whatever 
appeared to them deservmg of such 
treatment, but could give forth better 
and higher interpretations of the na- 
tional reli^on, which thenceforth be- 
came part of the religion. Accordingly, 
whoever can divest himself of the habit 
of reading the Bible as if it was one 
book, which until lately was equally 
inveterate in Christians and in unbe- 
lievers, sees with admiration the vast 
interval between the morality and 
religion of the Pentateuch, or even of 
the historical books (the unmistakeable 
work of Hebrew Conservatives of the 
sacerdotal order), and the morality and 
religion of the Prophecies : a distance 
as wide as between these last and 
the Gospels. Conditions more &vour« 
able to Progress could not easily exist; 
accordingly, the Jews, instead of being 
stationary like other Asiatics, were, 
next to the Greeks, the most pro^s- 
sive people of antiquity, and, jointly 
with them, have been the starting- 
point and main propeUing agency of 
modem cultivation. 

It is, then, impossible fo understand 
the question of tne adaptation of forms 
of government to states of society, with- 
out taking into account not only the 
next step, but all the steps which 80> 
ciety has yet to make ; both those which 
can be foreseen, and . the far wider in- 
definite range which is at present out 
of sight. It follows^ that to judge o^ 
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the merits of fomiB of government, an 
(deal must be constructed of the form 
of government most eligible in itself, 
that is, whichi if the necessary con- 
ditions existed for giving effect to its 
beneficial tendencies, woiud, more than 
ftU others, favour and promote not some 
one improvement, but all forms and de- 
grees of it. This having been done, 
we must consider what are the mental 
conditions of all sorts, necessary to 
enable this goveinment to realize its 
tendencies, and what, therefore, are the 
farious defects by which a people is 
made incapable of reaping its oenefits. 
It would tnen be possible to construct 
A theorem of the circumstances in 
which that form of government may 



wisely be introduced; and also te 
judge, in cases in which it had better 
not be introduced, what inferior formi 
of polity will best caiTy those commu- 
nities through the intermediate stages 
which they must traverse before they 
can become fit for the best form of 
government. 

Of these inquiries, the, last does not 
concern us here; but the first is an 
essential part of our subject : for we 
may, without rashness, at once enun- 
ciate a proposition, the proofs and illus- 
trations of which will present them- 
selves in the ensuing pages ; that this 
ideaUy best form ot government will be 
found in some one or other variety of 
the Representative System. 



CHAPTER HL 



. THAT THE IDBALLT BEST FORM OF aOVBRHMEIlT IS BBPltESISNTAnTK 

OOVEBNMBNT. 



It has lon^ (perhaps throughout the 
entiie duration of British freedom) been 
a common saying, that if a good despot 
coulj be ensured, despotic monarchy 
would be the best form of government. 
I look upon this as a radical and most 
pernicious misconcejption of what good 
government is ; which, until it can be 
got rid of, will fatally vitiate all our 
speculations on government. 

The supposition is, that absolute 
power, in the hands of an eminent in- 
dividual, would ensure a virtuous and 
intelSgent performance of all the duties 
of government. Good laws would be 
established and enforced, bad laws 
would be reformed; the best men 
would be placed in all situations of 
trust ; iustice would be as well admi- 
nistered, the public burthens would be 
as light and as judiciously imposed, 
eveiy branch of administration would 
be as purely and as intelligently con- 
ducted, as the circumstances ^f ^ the 
country and its degree of inteUectual 
and moral cultivation would admit. I 
am willing, for the sake of the argu- 
ment, to concede all t|iis ; but I must 



Doint out how great the concession is; 
^ow much more is needed to produce 
even an approximation to these results, 
than is conveyed in thb simple expres- 
sion, a good despot. Their realization 
would in fact imply, not merely a good 
monarch, but an all-seeing one. He 
must be at all times informed correctly, 
in considerable detail, of the conduct 
and working of every branch of admi- 
nistration, m every district of the 
country, and must be able, in the 
twenty-four hours per day which are 
all that is granted to a king as to the 
humblest labourer, to give an effective 
share of attention and superintende^nce 
to all . parts c^ this vast field ; or he 
must at least be capable of discerning 
and chobsing out, from among the mass 
of his subjects, not only a large abund- 
ance of honest and able men, fit to 
conduct every branch of public admi- 
nistration under supervision and etm- 
trol, btit also the small number 'if men 
of eminent virtues and talents who can 
be trusted not only to do withmit that 
supervision, but to exercise it them- 
selves over others, gp extraorcUnw^ 
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Are the facoltiet and ener^es required 
for performing tbis task in anj snp- 
pottable mariner, that the good despot 
whom we are supposing can hardly he 
imagined as consenting to undertake 
it, unless as a refuge from intolerable 
erils^ and a transitional preparation for 
something beyond But the argument 
can do without even this immense item 
in the account. Suppose the <£fficnlty 
▼anquished. What should we then 
have? One man of superhuman mental 
activity managing the entire affairs of 
a mentall^r passive people. Their pas- 
sivity IB implied in the very idea of 
absolute power. The nation as a whole, 
^and every individual composing it, are 
without any potential voice m their 
own destiny. They exei^isef no will in 
respect to their collective interests. 
AU is decided for them by a will not 
their own, which it ia legally a crime 
for them to disobey. What sort of 
human beings can be formed under 
such a regimen ? What development 
can either their thinking or their active 
ISEU2ulties attain under it ? On matters 
df pure theory they might perhaps be 
idlowed to speculate, so long as their 
ipeculations either did not approach 
politics, or had not the remotest con- 
nexion with its practice. On practical 
affairs they could at most be only suf- 
fered to suggest ; and even under the 
most moderate of despots, none but 
persons of already admitted or reputed 
superiority could hope that their sug- 
gestions would be known to, much less 
regarded by, fhose who had the manage- 
ment of affairs. A person must have 
• very unusual taste for intellectual 
exercise in and for ittolf, who will put 
himself to tbe trouble of thought when 
it is to have no outward effect, or 
qualify himself for functions which he 
has no chance of bein^ allowed to exer- 
cise. The only sufficient incitement to 
msntal exertion, in any but a few minds 
in a generation, is the prospect of some 

fractical use to be maae of its results. 
t does not follow that the nation will 
be wholly destitute of intellectual, 
power, 'fhe common business of life, 
which must neces-arily be performed 
by each individual or mmily for theuji- 
my^ will cull fort^ eome iMnouat of 



intelligence and practical ability, within 
a certain narrow range of ideas. There 
may be a select class of savanttf who 
cultivate science with a view to its 
physical ukcs, or for the pleasure of the 
pursuit, lliere will be a bureaucracy, 
and' persons in training for the bureau- 
cracy, who will be' taught at least some 
empirical maxims of government and 
public administration. There may be, 
and often has been, a systematic or- 
ganization of the best mental power in 
the country in some special direction 
(commonly military) to promote the 
grandeur (^ the despot. But the public 
at lar^e remain without information 
and without interest on aQ the greater^ 
matters of practice ; or,^ if they have" 
any knowledge of them, it is but a 
dilettante knowledge, like that which 
people have of the mechanical arts who 
have never handled a tool. Nor is it 
only in their intelligence that they 
SHifer. Their moral capacities are 
eoually stunted. Wherever the sphere 
ot action of human beings is artificially 
circumscribed, their sentiments are nar 
rowed and dwarfed in ihe same propor>> 
tion. The food of feeling is action; 
even domestic affection lives upon vo- 
luntary good offices. Let a person have 
nothing to do for his country, and he 
will not care for it. It has been said 
of old, that in a despotism there is at 
most but one patriot, the denpot him^ 
self; and the saying rests on a just 
appreciation of the effects of absolute 
subjection, even to a ^ood and wisei. 
master. Ueligion remains: and here 
at least, it may be thought, is an 
ac^ency that may be relied on for lift- 
ing men's eyes and minrls above the 
dust at their feet. But religion, even 
supposing it to esCape perversion for 
the purposes, of despotism, ceases in 
these circumstances to be a social con 
cem, and narrows into a personal affair 
between an individual and his Maker, 
in which the issue at ^take is but hii 
private salvation. Religion in thii 
Bhape is quite consistent with the most 
selfish and contracted egoism, and 
identifies the votary as little in feeling 
with the rest of his kind as sensuality 
itself. 
A good despotism x^eaav r §qtv^ 
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ment in wliich, so &r as ^opends on 
itub despot, there is no positive oppres- 
sion by omcers of state, but in which 
all the collective interests of the people 
are managed for them, all the thinking 
that has relation to collective interests 
done for them, an^. ^ which their 
minds are formed by, and consenting 
t0| ihifl abdication of their own ener- 
gies. Leaving things to the Govern- 
ment; Hke leaving them to Providence, 
it synonymous with caring nothing 
about themj and accepting their^ re- 
sults, when disagreeable, as visitations 
of Nature. With the exception, there- 
fore, of a few studious men who take 
an intellectual interest in speculation 
for its own sake, the intelligence and 
sentiments of the whole people are 
given up to the material interests, and 
When tnese are provided for, to the 
amusement and ornamentation, of pri- 
vate life. But to say this is to say, if 
the whole testimony of history is worth 
anything, that the era of national de- 
cline has arrived : that is, if the naticm 
ha^ ever attained .imything to decline 
from. If it has never risen above the 
oendition of an Oriental people, in that 
condition it continues to stagnate. But 
if, like Greece or Rome, it had realized 
anything higher, through the energy, , 
datriotism, and enlargement of-jnind, 
which as national qualities are the 
fruits solely of freedom, it relapses in a 
few generations into the Oriental state. 
/txkd that state does not mean stupid 
tranquillity, with security against 
change for the worse ; it oilen means 
being overrun, conquered, and reduced 
to domestiif slavery, either by a stronger 
despot, or by the nearest barbarous 
people who retain along with their sa- 
vage rudeness the energies of freedom. 
Such are not merely the natural ten- 
dencies, but the inherent necessities of 
despotic government ; from which there 
is no outlet, unless in so far as the des- 
potism consents not to be despotism; 
in so far as the sup{)08ed good despot 
abstains from exercising nis power, 
and, though holding it in reserve, 
allows the general business of govern- 
ment to go on as if thepeople really 
governed themselves. However h'ttle 
pobable it m«i^ be^> we vai^j ixna^e 



a despot observing many of the rclei 
and restraints of constitutional govern- 
ment. He might allow such m)edom 
of the press and of discussion as would 
enable a pubUc opinion to form and 
Express itself on national affairs. He 
might suffer local interests to be ma- 
naged, without the interference of an^ 
thority, by the people themselves. . H^ 
might even surround himself with • 
council or councils of government, fre^y 
chosen hy the whole or some portion 
of the nation; retaining in his own 
hands the j^ower of taxation, and tho 
supreme legislative as well as executive 
authority. Were he to act thus, and 
so far abdicate as a despot, he would 
do away with a considerable part of 
the evils characteristic of dei^otism.- 
Political activity and capacity for puUio 
affairs would no longer be prevented 
from growing up in the body of the na- 
tion ; and a public opinion would form 
itself, not the mere echo of the govern- 
ment. But such improvement would 
be the beginning of new difficulties. 
This public opinion, independent of tha 
monarch's dictation, must be either 
with him or against him ; if not the 
one, it will be. flie other. All govern- 
ments must displease many persons, 
and these having now regular organs, 
and being able to express their senti- 
ments, opinions adverse to the mea- 
sures of government would often be 
expressed. What is the monarch to do 
when these unfavourable opinions hap- 
pen to be in the majority? Is he to 
alter his course ? ^Is he to defer to the 
nation ? If so, he is no longer a des- 
pot, but a constitutional king ; an organ 
or first minister of the people, distin- 
guished only by being irremovable. If 
not, he must either put down opposition 
by his despotic power, or there will 
arise a permanent antagonism between 
the people and one man, which can 
have but one possible ending. Not 
even a religious principle of passive 
obedience and * right divine' would long 
ward off the natural consequences of 
such a position. The monarch would 
have to succumb, and conform to the 
conditions of constitutional royalty, or 
give place to some one who would. Tht 
despotism, beiD|^ thus chiefly nom^al, 
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WouM (totsesa few of the advantages 
fupposed to Mong to absolute mo- 
narchy ; while it would realize in a very 
impenect degree those of a free govern- 
ment ; since however great an amount 
of liberty the citizens might practically 
enjoy^ they could never forget that they 
held it on sufierance, and by a ponces- 
flion which under the existing constitu- 
tion of the state might at any moment 
he resumed; that they were legally 
•laves, though of a prudent, or indul- 
^nt, master. 

It is not much to he wondered at, 
if impatient or disappointed reformers, 
groaning under the impediments op^ 
posed to the mot<t salutary public im- 
provements by the ignorance, the in- 
oilference, the i^tractableness, the 
perverse obstinacy of a people, and the 
corrupt combinations oi seliish private 
interests armed with the powerful 
weapons afforded by free institutions, 
shomd at times sigh for a strong hand 
to bear down all these obstacles, and 
compel a recalcitrant people to be 
better governed. But (setting aside 
the fact, that for one despot who now 
and then reforms an abuse, there are 
ninety-nine who do nothing but create 
ihem) those who .look in 'any such 
^Urection for the realization of their 
hopes leave out of the idea of good 
government its principal element, the 
improvement of the people themselves. 
One of the benefits of freedom is that 
under it the ruler cannot pass by the 
peoplel3 minds, «, and amend their affairs 
for them without amending them. If 
it were possible for the people to be 
well governed in spite of themselves, 
their good government would last no 
longer than the freedom of a people 
usually lasts who have been liberated 
by foreign arms without their own co- 
operation. It is true, a despot may 
educate the people; and to do so 
really, would be the best apology for 
his despotism. But any education 
which amis at making human beings 
other than machines, in the long run 
makes them claim to have the control 
of their own actions. The leaders of 
French philosophy in the eighteenth 
century had been educated by the 
J^auits. £yen Jestut education, it 



seems, was sufficiently real to call forth 
the appetite for fre"^om. Whatever 
invigorates the faculties, in however 
small a measure, creates an increased 
desire for their more, unimpeded exer- 
cise : and a popular education is a 
failm^, if it educates the pet^le for 
anj state but that which it will cer* 
tamly induce them to desire, and most 
probably to demand. 

I am far fr^m condemning, in cases 
of .extreme exigency, the assumption 
of absolufie power m the form of a 
temporary dictatorship.' Free nations 
have, in times of olo, conferred sucL 
power by their own choice, as a neces* 
sary medicine for diseases of the body 
politic which could not be got rid of 
by less violent means. But its accept- 
ance, even for a time strictly limited, 
can only be excused, i^ like Solon or 
Pittacus, the dictator employs the 
whole pow^r he assumes in removing 
the obstacles which debar the nation 
from the eivi<>y^^^^ of' freedom. A 
good despotism is an altogether false 
ideal, which practically (except as a 
means to some temporary purpose) be- 
comes the most senseless and dangerous 
of chimeras. Evil for evil, a good des- 
potism, in a country at ail aidvanced 
m civilization, is more noxious than a 
bad one ; for it is far more relaxing 
and enervating to the thoughts, feel- 
ings, and energies of the people. The 
despotism of Augustus, prepared the 
Romans for Tiberius, u the whole 
tone of their character had not first 
been prostrated by nearly two genera- 
tions of that mild slavery, they would 
probably have had spirit enough left 
to rebel against the more odious one. 

There is no difficulty in showing 
that the ideally best form of govern- 
ment is that in which the sovereignty, 
or supreme controlling power in the 
last resort, is vested m the entire 
ag^gate of the community; every 
citizen not only having a voice in the 
exercise of that ultimate sovereignty, 
but being, at least occasionally, called 
on to take an actual part in the go- 
vernment, by the personal dischaigo 
of some public nmction, local or 
general. 
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Totetrthifpropodtion, it lias to be exa- 
poined in reference to the two brancli^eB 
mto which, -as pointed out in the last 
diapter, the inquirer into the goodness 
of a government conveniently divides 
itself, namely, how far it promotes the 
good management of the. affairs of 
society by means of the existing facul- 
ties, moral, intellectual, and active, 
of its various members, and what is its 
effect in Improving or deteriorating 
those feculties. 

. The ideally best form of government, 
it is scarcely necessary to say, does 
not mean one which is practicable or 
eligible in all states of civilization, but 
the one which, in the circumstances in 
which it is practicable and eligible, is 
attended with the greatest amount of 
beneticia^ consequences, immediate and 
prospective. ^ A ^comnletelv popular 
government is the onl^ polity which 
can make out any claim to this cha^ 
racter. It is preeminent in both the 
departments between which the excel- 
lence of a political*- constitution is 
divided. It is both more favouiable 
to present good government, and pro- 
motes a better and higher ^rm of 
national character, than any other 
polity whatsoever. 

Its superiority in reference to pre- 
sent weU-being rests upon two prin- 
ciples, of as universal truth and 
applicability as any general proposi- 
tions which can be laid down respect- 
ing human affairs. The first is,- that 
the rights and interests of every or 
any person are only secure from bieing 
disregarded, when the person interested 
is himself able, and habitually disposed, 
to stand up for them. The second is, 
that the general prosperity attains a 

S 'eater height, and is more widely 
ffused, in proportion to the amount 
ind variety of the personal energies 
enlisted in promoting it. . 

Putting these two propositions into 
a shape more special to thein present 
application; human beings are only 
secure from evil at the hands of others, 
in proportion as thev have the power 
of being, and are, seu-protectivg; and 
they only achieve a nigh de.ttree of 
fuccess in their struggle with Nature, 
in proportion as they are aeU'dependentf 



relyinj^ on what they ^emsehei otn 
do, either separately or in concert^ 
rather than on what others do for 
them. 

The former proposition — ^that aacli 
is the onlv safe guardian of his own 
rights and interests — ^is one of those 
elementary maxims of prudence, which 
every person, capable of conduc ting hli 
own affairs, implicitly acts upon, 
wherever he himself is interested. 
Many, indeed, have a great dinlijce to 
it as a political doctrine, and are^fond 
of holding it up to obloquv, as a doc- 
trine of oniversal selfishness. To 
which we may answer, that whenever 
it ceases to be true that mankind, as a 
rule, preler themselves to others, and 
those nearest to them to those m<»e .- 
remote, from that moment Communitm 
is not only fractioable, but the onlv 
defensible form of society; and will, 
when that time arrives, be assuredly 
carried into effect. For my own pari 
not believing in universal selfishness, I 
have no difficulty in admitting that 
Communism would eveij now be prac 
ticable among the ^lite of mankind, and 
may become so among the rest. Bui 
as this opinion is anything but popular 
with those defenders of existing msti* 
tutions who find fault with the doctrine 
of the general predominance of self- 
interest, I am inclined to think they do 
in reality believe, that most nien con- 
sider themselves before other people. 
It is not, however, necessary to amrm 
even thus much, in order to siq>port 
the claim of all to participate in the 
sovereign power. We tieed not sup- 
pose' that when power resides in an 
exclusive class', tnat class will know- 
ingly and deliberately sacrifice tha 
other classes to themselves : it suffices 
that, in the absence of its natural de- 
fenders, the interest of the excluded ip 
always in danger of being overlooked; 
and, when looked at, is seen with very 
different eyes from those of the persona 
whom it directly concerns. In this 
country, for example, what are called ' 
the working classes may be considered 
as excluded from all direct particioft- 
tion in the government. I aq^ not re- 
lieve that the classes who do panioi* 
pate in it, have in general any intentioni 
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of saorificing th« working classes to 
ihemaelYes. Tbey once nad that in- 
tention ; witness tbe persevering at- 
tempts BO long made to keep down 
wages by law. But ix^ the present 
day, their ordinary disposition is the 
Teiy opposite: they willingly make 
considerable sacrim^es, especially of 
their pecuniary interest, for the benefit 
of the working classes, and err rather 
by too lavish and indiscriminating l)e- 
neficence; nor do I believe that any 
mlers in history have been actuated by 
• more sincere desire to do their dutj 
towards the poorer portion of their 
5)0untiymen. Yet does Parliament, or 
almost any of the members composing 
it, ever tor an ifistant look at any 
question vnth the eyes of a working 
man ? When a subject arises in whicn 
the labourers as such have an interest, 
is it regarded from any point of view 
bat that of the employers of labour? - 1 
do not say that the working men's 
Tiew of tliese questions is in general 
nearer to the truth than the other: but 
it is sometimes ouite as near ; and in 
any case it ought to be respectfully 
listened to, instead of being^, as it is, 
not merely turned away from, but 
knored. On the question of strikes, 
ror instance, it is doubtful if there is'fao 
much as one among the leading mem- 
bers of either House, who is not firmly 
convinced that the reason of the matter 
is unqualifiedly on the side of the mas- 
ters, and that the men's view of it is 
simply absurd. Those who have ituiMed 
the question, know well how far this is 
from bein£ the case ; and in how dif- 
ferent, and how infinitely less superfi- 
cial a manner the point would have to 
be aigued, if the classes who strike 
were able to'^make themselves heard in 
Parliament. 

It is «n inherent c<mdition of human 
afiairs, that no intention, however sin- 
cere, of protecting the interests of 
others, can make it safe or salutary to 
tie up their jwq hands. Still more 
obvioQsly true is it; that by their own 
hands only can anv jiositive and durable 
improvement of their circumstances in 
life be worked out. Through the joint 
influence of these two principles, all 
[jree communities have both been more 



exempt (rom social ii^justide and crime, 
and have attained more brilliant pros- 
perity, t^an any others, or than they 
themselves after they lost their free- 
dom. Ontrast the iree states of the 
world, while their freedom lasted, with 
the cotemporary subjects of monar- 
chical or oligarchical despotism: the 
Greek cities with the Persian satra- 

gies; the Italian republics, and ths 
■ee towns of Flanders and GiBimany, 
with the feudal monarchies of Europe ; 
Switzerland, Holland, and En^laiid, 
with Austria or ante-revolutionary 
France. Their superior prosperity 
was too obvious ever to have been 
gainsaid: while their superiority in 
^ood government and social relations, 
IS proved by the prosperity, and is 
manifest besides in every page of his- 
tory. If we compare, not one age 
wim another, but the difierrat govem« 
ments which coexisted in the-^ma 
age, no amount of disorder which ex 
ag^eration itself can pretend to have 
existed amidst the publicity of the free 
states, can be compared for a moment 
with the contemptuous trampling upon 
the mass of the people which pervaded 
the whole Hfb of the monarchical 
countries, or the disgusting individual 
tyranny which was of more than daily 
occurrence under the systems of plunder 
which they called fiscal arrangements, 
and in the secrecy of their frightful 
courts of justice. ^ 

It must be acknowledged that the 
benefits of- freedom, so far as they 
have hitherto been eiyoyed, were ob- 
tained by the extension of its privileges 
to a part only of the community ; and 
that a government in which they are 
extended impartially to all is a deside- 
ratum still unrealized. But though 
eveiy approach to this has an indepen- 
dent value, and in many cases more 
than an approach could not, in the ex- 
isting state of general improvement, 
be made, the participation of all in 
these benefits is the ideaUy perfect 
conception of free government. In 
proportion as any, no matter who, art 
excluded from it, the interests of the 
excluded are left without the guarantee 
accorded to the rest, and they them* 
selves have less ecope and encourag«> 
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ment than tbej nufht otherwiM haTe 
to that exertion of their energies for 
the good of themselrea and of tne com- 
munity, to which the general prosperity 
is alwajB proportioned. 

Thus stands the case as regards 
preiient well-being ; the good manage- 
ment of che a&irs of the existing 
^neration. If we now pass to the 
mflaence of the form of government 
n^n character, we shall fiiKl the sape- 
nority of popular government over 
every other to be, if possible, still more 
decided and indisputable. 

1 his questiou really depends iq>on a 
still more fundamental one — viz. which 
of two common types of character, for 
the general good of humanity, it is 
most desirable should predominate— 
the active, or the passive type ; that 
which struggles against evils, or that 
which endures them ; that which bends 
to circumstances, or that which en- 
deavours to make circumstances bend 
to itself. 

The commonplaces of moralists, and 
the general sympathies of mankind, 
are m favour of the passive type. 
Energetic characters may be admired, 
but the acquiescent and submissive 
are those which most men personally 
prefer.^ Xhe passiveness of our neigh- 
Dours increases our sense of security, 
and plays into the hands of our wilful- 
ness. rasKive characters, if wo do not 
happen vo need their activity, seem an 
obstruction the less in our own path. 
A contented character is not a danger- 
ous rival. Yet nothing is more certain, 
than that improvement in human 
affairs is wholly the work of the un- 
contented, characters; and, mor^ver, 
that Ic is much easier for an active 
mind to acquire the vii-tues of patience, 
than for a passive one to assume those 
of energy. 

Of the three yarieties of mental ex- 
cellence, intellectual, practical, and 
moral, there never could be any doubt 
in regard to the first two, which side 
had the advantage. All intellectual 
•upeiiority is the fruit of active effort. 
Enterprise, the desire to keep moving, 
to be trying and accomplishing new 
things for our own benefit of that of 
othersi i6 the parent even of specuU- 



tive, and much more ni praeticil, 
talent. The intellectual culture con^ 
patible with the other type is of that 
feeble and vague description, which 
belongs to a mind that stops at amuse- 
ment, or at simple contemplation. Tha 
test of real and vigorous thinking, tha 
thinking which ascertains truths in* 
stead of dreaming dreams, is success- 
ful application to practice. When 
that purpose does not exist, to give 
definiteness, precision, and an intelli- 
gible meaning to thought, it ^nerates 
nothing better than the mystical meta* 
physics of the Pythagoreans or the 
Vedas. With respect to practical im- 

Srovement, the case is still more eyi- 
ent. I1ie character which improves 
human life is that which straggles widi 
natrntil powers and tendencies, not 
that which gives wa^ to them. The 
self-benefiting qualities are all on the 
side of the active and energetic charac- 
ter : and the habits and conduct which 
promote the advantage of each in^ 
dividual member of the community, 
must be at least a part of those which 
eonduce most in tne end to the ad- 
vancement of the community as a 
wbole^ 

But on the point of moral prefera- 
bility, there seems at first sight to be 
room for doubt. I am not referring to 
the religious feeling .which has so 
generally existed in favour of the in- 
active character, as being more in har- 
mony with the submission due to the 
divine will. Christianity as well as 
other religions has fostered, this senti- 
ment ; but it is the prerogative <d 
Christianity, as regards this and many 
other perversions, that it is able to 
throw them off. Abstractedly from 
religious considerations, a passive 
character, which yields to obstacles 
instead of striving to overcome them, 
may not indeed be yery useful to 
others, no more than to itself, but it 
m ght be expected to be at least in- 
offensive. Contentment is always 
counted among the moral . virtues. 
But it is a complete error to suppose 
that contentment is necessarily or 
naturally attendant on passivity of 
character; and unless it is, the^ moral 
consequences are mischievous. Whsrt 
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tfaere exists • desire for advantages 
not possessed, the mind which does 
not potentiallj possess them by means 
of ito own energies, is apt to look with 
hatred and malice on those who do. 
The person bestirring himself with 
hopeful prospects to improve his cir- 
cnmstaLces, is the one wno feels good- 
will Awards others engaged in, or who 
have succeeded in, the same pursuit. 
And -where the maioritj are so en- 
gaged, those who do not attain the 
object have had the tone given to their 
feelings by^ the general habit of the 
country, and ascribe their Jailure to 
want of effort or opportunity, or to their 
personal ill luck. But those who, 
while desiiing what others possess, put 
no energy into striving for it, are 
either incessantly grumbling that for- 
tune does not do for them what they 
do not attempt to do for themselves, or 
iverAowing with envy and ill-will to- 
wards those who possess what they 
would like to have. 

In proportion as success in life is 
leen or nelieved to be the fruit of 
fatality or accident,, and not of ezer- 
tioto, in that same ratio does envy 
develope itself as a point of national 
character. The most envious of all 
mankind are the Oiientals. In Orien- 
tal moralists, in Oriental tales, the 
envious man is remarkably prominent. 
In real life, he is the ten*or of all who 
possess anything desirable, be it a 

Ealace, a handsome child, or even good 
eaith and spirits: the supposed effect 
of bis mere look constitutes the all- 
uervading superstition of the evil eye. 
Next to Orientals in envy,, as in ac- 
tivity, are some of the Southern 
f)uropeans. The Spaniards pursued 
all their great men with it, embittered 
their lives, and generally succeeded in 
putting an eaify btop to their suc- 
cesses.* With the rrench, who are 

* I limit the expression to past time, be- 
CMue I would fay nothing derogatory of a 
great, and now at last a free, people, who 
are entering into the general movement of 
European progress Mrith a vigour v hi :h hids 
UAr to make np rapidly the ground h j v have 
lost. No one can doubt what 8paiu&h intel- 
leet and energy are ofeipable of i and their 
feults as a pecmle are chiefly those for which 
freedom and Indnatrial ardour are a real 
ip«clie. 



essentially a southern peoj[»Ie, the 
double education of despotism and 
Catholicism has, in ^te of their im- 
pulsive temperament, made submission 
and endurance the common character 
of the people, and their most received 
notion of wisdom and excellence : and 
if envy of one another, and of all 
superiority, is not more rife among 
them than it is, the circumstance must 
be ascribed to the many valuable coun- 
teracting elements in the French cha' 
racter, and most of all to the great 
individual energy which, though less 
persistent and more intermittent than 
in the self-helping and struggling 
Anglo-Saxons, has nevertheless mam- 
festod itself among the French in 
nearly every direction in which the 
operation of their institutions has been 
favourable to it. 

There are, no doubt, in all countries, 
really contented characters, who not 
merely do not se^k, but do not desire, 
what they do not already possess, ana 
these naturally bear ho iU-will towards 
such as have apparently a more fa- 
voured lot. But the great mass of 
seeming contentment is real discontent, 
combined with indolence or self-indul- 
gence, which, while taking no le^ti- 
mate means of raising itself, delights 
in bringing others down to its own 
level. And if we look narrowly even 
at the cases of innocent contentment, 
we perceive that they only win our ad* 
miratidn, when the indifference is 
solely to improvement in outward cir- 
cumstances, and there is a striving for 
perpetual advancement in spintual 
worth, or at least a disinterested zeal 
to benefit others. The contented man, 
or the contented family, who have no 
ambition to make any one else happier, 
to promote the good of their country or 
their neighbourhood, or ,to improve 
themselves in.moitil excellence, excit# 
in us neither admiration nor approva^ 
We rightly ascribe this sort of content- 
ment to mere unmanliness and want of 
spirit. The content which we ap- 
prove, is an ability to do cheerful^ 
without what cannot be had, a just 
appreciation of the comparative value 
of different objects of desire, and a 
willing renunciation of the less when 
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incompfttible wt^ thd greater. These, 
however, are excellences more natural 
to the character, in proportion as it is 
actiTelj engaged in the attempt to im- 
prove its own or some other lot. He 
who ts continaall J measuring his energy 
against difficulties, learns what are 
the difficulties insuperable to him, and 
what are those which though he might 
overcome, the success is not worth the 
cost. He whose thoi^hts and actin- 
tiee are all needed for, and hfibitually 
employed in, practicable and us^fiu 
enterprises, is the ^rson of all others 
least likely to let his mind dwell with 
brooding discontent upon things either 
not worth attaining, or which are not 
.80 to him. Thus the active, self-heln- 
ing character is not only in^rinsicaily 
the best, but is the likeliest to acquire 
all that is really excellent or desirable 
in the opposite type. 

The striving, eo-ahead character of 
England and the United States is only 
a fit subject of disapproving criticism, 
on acpoimt of the very secondary ob- 
jects on which it commonly expends its 
strength. In itself it is the foundation 
of the best hopes for the general im- 
provement of mankind. It has been 
acutely remarked, that whenever any- 
thing goes amiss, the habitual impulse 
of French people is to say, * H faut de 
la patience,;* and of £nglish people, 
* Wnat a shame.* The people who 
think it a shame when anythmg goes 
wrong — who rush to the conclusion 
that-tne evil could and ought to hav«» 
been prevented, are those who, in the 
long run, do most to "make the world 
better. If the desires are low placed, 
if they extend to little beyond pnysical 
c<>mibrt and the show of ricnes, the 
immediate results of the energy will 
. not be much more than the continual 
extension of man's power over material 
ol^jects ; but even this makes room, and 

J>repares the; mechanical appliances, 
or the greatest intellectual and social 
achievements > iind while the energy Ir 
there, some persons will apply it, and 
it will be applied more and more, to 
the perfecting not of outward circum- 
stances alone, but of man*s inward 
nature. Inactivity, una^iringness, 
•btence of desire, are a more fatal 



hindrance to imprbvement than tay 
misdirection of energy ; and ore thi2l 
through which alone, when existing in 
the mass, any very formidable mia* 
direction by an energetic few becomei 
possible. It is this, mainly, which re- 
tains in ^a savage or semi-savage state 
the great minority of the human race. 
Now there can be no kind of doubi 
that the passive type of character is 
favoured by the government of one or 
a few, and the active seh-helping t^pe 
by that of the Many. Irresponsible 
rulers need the quiescence of the ruled, 
more than they need any activity but 
that which 'they can compel 8ab- 
missiveness to the prescriptions of men 
as necessities of nature, is the lesson 
inculcated by' all governments u^n 
those who are wholly without pailici- 
pation in them. The will of superiors, 
and the law as the will of superiors, 
must be passively yielded to. But no 
men are mere instruments or materials 
in the hands of their rulers, who have 
will or spirit or a spring of internal 
activity ic the rest of their proceed- 
ings : and any manifestation of these 
qualities, instead of receiving en- 
couragement from despots, has to get 
itself for^ven by them. Even when 
irresponsible rulers are not sufficiently 
conscious of danger from the Inental 
activityiof their subjects to be desirous 
of repressing it, the position itself is a 
repression; Endeavour is even more 
effectually restrained by the certainty 
of its impotence, than by any positive 
discoura^ment. Between subjection 
to the will of others, and the virtues of 
self-help and self-govepmvnt, there is 
a natural incompaHbility. This is 
more or less complete, according as the 
bondage is strained or relaxed. Rulers 
differ very much inthelefigth to which 
they carry the control of the free 
agency of their subjects, or the super- 
session of it by managing their bosinesL 
for them. But the difference is in 
degree, not in principle ; and the best 
despots often go the greatest lengths 
in chaining up the free agency of theif 
subjects. A Dad despot, when his own 
personal indulgences have been pro- 
vided for, may sometimes be willing U 
let the people alone ; but a good despot 
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fnfflstf on doing them ^ood, bj making 
ihetn do their owii business in a better 
way than they themselves know of. 
The regulations which restricted to 
fizea processes all the leading branches 
cf French manufactures, were the 
work of the great Colbert. 

Very different is the state oi the 
human faculties where a human being 
feels himself under no "^.her extomal 
restraint than the necessitiee of nature, 
or mandates of society which he has 
hi» share in imposin^^ and which it is 
open to him, if he thinks them wrong, 
fmbliclT to dissent irom, and exert 
nimseli actively to get altered. No 
<kmbt, under a goyemment partially 
^pular, this Ir^edbm may be exercised 
even by those who are not partukers 
m the foQ privileges of citizenship. 
But it is a great additional stimulus to 
any one's self-help luid self-reliance 
when he starts from even ground, and 
has not to feel that his success depends 
on the impression ho can make upon 
the sentiments and dispositions of a 
body of whom he is not one. It is a 
great discouragement to an individual, 
and a still greater one to a class, to be 
left out of the constitution ; to be re- 
cced to plead from outside the door 
to the arbiters of their destiny, not 
taken into consultation within. The 
maximum of the invigorating efiect of 
freedom upon the character is only ob- 
tained, when the person acted on either 
18, or is looking forward to becoming, a 
ntizen as "uUy privileged as any other. 
What i& still more important than even 
this matter of feeling, is the practical 
discipline which the <;haracter obtains, 
from the occasional demand made upon 
the citizens to exercise, for a time and 
in their tinn, some social function. It 
18 not sufficiently considered how little 
there is in most men's ordinary life to 
give any largeness either to tneir con- 
ceptions or to their sentiments, llieir 
work is a routine ; not a labour of love, 
blit of self-interest in the most elemen- 
tary form, the satisfaction of daily 
wants ; neither the thing done, nor the 
process of doing it,'introdirce8 the mind 
to thoughts or feelings extending be- 
jond individuals ; if instructive books 
Qlt inthii6 their reach, there is no 



stimulus to read them; and in most 
cases the individual has no access to 
any person of cultivation much superior 
to his own. Giving him something to 
do for the public, supplies, in a mea- 
sure, all these deficiencies. If oircum- 
stance^ allow the amount of public 
duty assigned him to b^considerable, 
it makes him an educateH man. Not- 
withstanding the defects of the social 
system and moral ideas of antiquity, 
tne practice of the dicastery and the 
ecclesia raised the intellectual standard 
of an average Athenian citizen far be- 
yond anythmg of which there is yet an 
example in any other mass of men, 
ancient or modem. The proofs of thia 
are a}>parent in every page of our groat 
historian of Greece; but we need 
scarcely look further than to the high 
quality .of the addresses which their 
great orators deemed best calculated to 
act with effect on their understanding 
and will. A benefit of the same kinoL 
though far less in degree, is produced 
on Englishmen of tne lower middle 
clasp by their liabihty to be placed on 
juries and to serve parish offices ; 
which, though it does not occur to so 
many, nor is so continuous, nor intro- 
duces them to so ^ea.t a varietj^ of 
elevated considerations, as to admit of 
comparison with the public education 
which every citizen of Athens obtained 
from her democratic institutions, must 
make them neyertheless very different 
beings, in ran^ of ideas and develop- 
ment of faculties, from those who have 
done nothing in their lives but drive a 
quill, or sell goods over a counter. 
^tiU more salutaiy is the moral part of 
the' instruction afforded by the partici- 
pation of the private citizen, ^ even 
rarely, in public functions. He is 
called upon, while so engaged, to wei^h 
interests not his own ; to be guided, m 
case of conflicting claims, by another 
rule than his private partialities ; to 
apply, at every turn, principles and 
maxims which nave for their reason of 
existence the common good: and he 
usually finds associated with him in 
the same work minds more familiarized 
than ht8 own with these ideas and 
operations, whose study it will be to 
supply reasons to his uaderstandiB^^ 
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and ttimnktioii to liis feeling for the 

feneral interest. He is made to feel 
imself one of the public, and whatever 
is for their benefit to be for his benefit. 
Where this school of public spirit does 
not exist, scarcely any sense is enter- 
tained that private persons, in no emi- 
nent social situation, owe any duties to 
society, except to obey the laws and 
submit to the government. There is 
no unselfish sentiment of identification 
with the^ public. Every thought or 
feeling,' eitner of interest or of duty, is 
absorbed in the individual and in the 
family. The man never thinks of any 
collective interest, of any objects to lie 
pursued jointly with others, but only 
in competition with them, and in some 
measure at their expense. A neigh- 
bour, not being an ally or an associate, 
since he is never engaged in any com- 
mon undertaking for joint benefit, is 
therefore only a rival Thus even pri- 
vate morality suffers, while public is 
aotuallj extinct. Were this the uni- 
versal and only possible state of thingSi 



the utmost ai^irations of the lawgiv^M 
or the morahst could only stretch to 
making the bulk of the community a 
flock of sheep innocently nibbling the 
grass side by side. 

From these accumulated considera- 
tions it is evident, that the only 
government which can fully satisfy aU 
ihe exigencies of the social state, is 
one in which the whole people partici- 
pate ; that any participation, even in 
the smallest pubhc function, is usefol; 
that the participation should every- 
where be as great as the general de- 
gree of improvement of the community 
will allow ; and that nothing less can 
be ultimately desirable, than the ad- 
mission of all to a share in the 
sovereign power of the state. But 
since all cannot, in a community ex- 
ceeding a single small town,, partici- 
pate personally in any but some very 
minor portions of the public business, 
it follows that the ideal type of a per- 
fect government must be representa- 
tive. 
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Ws have recognised in representative 
government the ideal type of the most 
lerfect polity, for which, in consequence, 
any portion of mankind are better 
adapted in proportion to their degree 
of general improvement. As they 
range lower and lower in development, 
that form of government will be, gene- 
rally speaking, less suitable to them ; 
thougli this is not true universally : for 
the adaptation of a people to represen- 
tative govemmont does not depend so 
much upon the place they occupy in 
the general scale of humanity, as Upon 
the degree in which they possess cer- 
tain special requisites ; requisites, how- 
ever^ so closely connected with their 
degree of general advancement, that 
any variation between the two is rather 
the excepti<ni than tiie rule. Let us 



ermine at what point in the descend^ 
ing series representative government 
ceases altogether to be admissible, 
either through its own unfitness, -or the 
superior fitness of some other regimen. 

First, then, representative, like any 
other government, must be unsuitable 
in any case in which it cannot perma- 
nently subsist — i.e. in which it does 
not fulfil the three fundamental condi- 
tioiis enumerated in the first chapter. 
These ware— 1. That the people shauld 
be willing to receive it. 2. That they 
should be willing and able to do what 
is necessary for its preservation. 3. 
That they should be willing and able 
to fulfil the duties and discharge the 
functions wlucb it imposes on them. 

The willingness of the people to ao* 
oept representative go^emmen^ on\f 
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beo&inet a practical question, when an 
•nlighienea raler, or a foreign nation 
dr nations who have gained .power over 
the country, are disposed to offer it the 
boon. To individual reformers the 
question is almost irrelevant, since, if 
no other objection can be made to their 
enterprise than that the opinion of the 
nation is not yet on their side, they 
have the ready and proper answer, that 
to bring it over to their side is the veij 
end they aim at. When opinion is 
reallv adverse, its hostility is usually 
to the fact of change, rather than to 
representative government in itself. 
Tne contrary case is not indeed unex- 
ampled; there has sometimes been a 
religious repugnance to any limitation 
of the power of a particular line of 
rulers ; but in gen^^l, the doctrine of 
passive obedience meant only submis- 
aion to «,the will of the powers that be, 
whether monarchical or popular. In 
any case in which the attempt to intro- 
duce representative government is at 
all likely to be made, indifference to it, 
and inability to understand its pro- 
cesses and requirements, rather tnan 
positive opposition, are the obstacles to 
be expected. These, however, are as 
fatal, and may be as hard to be got rid 
o^ as actual aversion ; it being easier, 
in most cases, to change the direction 
of an active feelings than to create one 
ia a state previously passive. When 
a pe<^le have no sufficient value for, 
and attachment to, a representativ9 
constitution, they have next to no 
chance of retaining it. In every counr 
try, the executive is the branch pf the 
«)vemment which wields the imme- 
diate power, and is in direct contact 
with tne public; to it, principally, thp 
hopes ana fears of individuals are di- 
rectedv and by it both the benefits, and 
the terrors and prestige, of government, 
are mainly fepfesented to the public 
eye. Unless, thet^fore, the authorities 
whose office it is to check the executive 
are backed by an effective opinion and 
feeling in the country, the executive 
has always the means of setting them 
aside, or compelling them to subser- 
vience, and is sure to be well supported 
hi doing so. Kepresentative mstitu- 
|J0|U Qeces^aHlj depend for perma- 



nence upon the readiness of the people 
to fight for them in case of their being 
endangered. If too little valued for 
th*s, tney seldom obtain a footing at 
all, and if they do, are almost sure to 
be overthrown, as soon as the head of 
the government, or any party leader 
who can muster force for a coup de 
main, is willing to run some small risk 
for absolute power. 

These considerations relate to the 
first two causes of failure in a repre- 
sentative government. The third is, 
when the people want either the wilt 
or the capacity to fulfil the part which 
belongs to them in a represdntative 
constitution. When nobfJdy, or only 
some small fraction, feels the degree of 
interest in the general affairs of the 
State necessary to the formation of a 
public opinion, the electors will seldom 
make any use of the right of suffirage 
but to serve their private interest, or 
the interest of their locality, or of some 
one with whom they are connected as 
adherents or dependents. The small 
class who, in this state of public feel- 
ing, gain the command of^the repre- 
sentative body, for the most part use it 
solely BiS a means of seeking their for- 
tune. If the executive is weak, the 
country is distracted by mere struggles 
for place ; if strong, it makes itself des 
potic, at the cheap price of appeasing 
the/epredentatives, or such of^them as 
are capable of giving trouble, by a share 
,of the spoil ; and the only fruit produced 
by national representation is, that in 
addition to those who really govern, 
there is an assembly quartered on the 
public, iind no abuse in which a portion 
of the assembly are interested is at all 
likely to^be removed. When, however, 
the evil stops here, the price may be 
worth paying, for the pnblicity and dis- 
cussioB which, though not an Invariablei 
are a natural accompaniment of any, 
even nominal, representation. In the 
modem kingdom of Greece, for ex- 
ample,* it can hardly be doubted, that 

* Written before the aalutarjr Mvolution 
of 1862, which, provoked by popular disguit 
at the system of governing by corruptiod, 
and the general demoralisation of political 
men, has opened to that rapidly improvUtf 
people a new and hopeful chance of real 
, itltutionsl governxii^^ 
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the plaoeknnten who chiefly compose 
the repreientative aaeeinblj, though 
they contribute little or nothing directly 
to good govemnieDt, nor even much 
tem()er the arbitrary power of the exe- 
cutive, yet keep up the idea of popular 
rights, and conduce greatly to tne real 
liberty of the pretii wbieh exists in that 
eonntry. This bepeHt, however, is 
entirely dependent on the oo-existence 
with tbe popular body of an hereditary 
king. If, instead of strugding for the 
favours of the chief ruler, these selfish 
and sordid factions struggled for the 
chief place itself, they would certainly, 
gs in Spanish America, keep the coun- 
try in a state of chronic revolution and 
civil war. A despotism, not even legal^ 
but of illegal violence, would be alter- 
nately exercised by a succession of po- 
litical adventurers, and the name and 
forms of representation would have no 
effect but to preyent despotism from 
attaining the stability and security by 
which alone its evils can be mitigated, 
or its few advantages realized. 

-The preceding are the cases in which 
representative government cannot per- 
manently exist. There are others i&. 
which it possibly might exist, but in 
which some other form of government 
would be preferable. These are prin- 
cipally when the people, in order to 
aovance in civilization, have some les- 
son to learn, some habit not yet ac- 
quired, to the acquisition of which re- 
presentative government is likely to be 
an impediment. 

The. most obvious of these cases is 
the one already considered, in which 
the people have still to lean the first 
lesson of civilization, that of obedience. 
A race who have been trained in energy 
and courage by struggles with Nature 
and their neishl)ours, but who have 
not yet settled down into permanent 
obedience «o any common superior, 
would be little hkely to acquire this 
habit under the collective government 
of their own body. A representative 
assembly drawn from among themselves 
would simply reflect their own turbu- 
lent insuboixlination. It would refu^ 
its authority to all proceedings whiih 
would impose^ on tneir sava^ inde- 
pendence, any miprovin^ restraint T^e 



mode in which such tribes art osnaOy 
brought to submit to the primary con 
ditions of civilized society, is through 
the necessHies of war&re, and the des- 
potic authority indispensable to mili-- 
tary command. A military leader is 
the only superior to whom they will 
submit, except occasionally some pro- 
phet supposea tobe inspired from above, 
t>r conjurer re^rded as possessing mi- 
raculous power. These may exercise 
a temporary ascendancy, but as it it 
merely |>ersonal, it rarely effects any 
change in the general nabits of the 
people, unless the prophet, like Maho- 
iDei is also a military chief^ and goes 
forth the armed apostle of a new reli- 
gion ; or unless the militaiy chie& ally 
themselves with his influence, and turn 
it into a prop for their own govemment. 
A people are no less unfitted for re- 
presentative government by the con- 
trary fault to that last specined; by 
extreme passiveness, and ready sab* 
mission to tyranny. If a people thus 
prostrated by character and circum- 
stances could obtain representatiye in- 
stitutions, they would inevitably choose* 
their tyrants as their representatives, 
and the yoke would be made heavier on 
them by the contrivance which primA 
fade might be expected to lighten it. 
On the contrary, many a people has 
gradually emei^ed from this condition 
by the aid of a central authority, whose 
position has made it the rival, and hat 
ended by making it the master, of the 
local despots, and which, above all, hat 
been single. French history, from 
Hugh Capet to Bichelieu and Louit 
XI v., is a continued example of this 
cSurse of things. Even when the Ring 
was scarcely so powerful as many ox 
his chief feudatones, the great adyan- 
tage which he derived from being but 
one, has been recognised by French 
historians. To Him the eyes of aU the 
locally oppressed were turned ; he was 
the object of hope and reliance through* 
out the kingdom; while each local 
potentate was only powerfrd within s 
more or less confined space. At hii 
hands, refuge and protection wen 
sought from every part of the country, 
against first one, then another, of th€ 

inunediftte oppreteort. ijitprogret^ ti 
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Moendancy was alow ; but it resulted 
from Baccesaively taking advantage of 
opportunities which offered themselves 
onlv to him^ It was, therefore, sure ; 
anu, in proportion as it was accom- 
plished, It abated, in the oppressed 
portion of the communitj, the habit of 
•ubmitting to oppression. The Ring's 
interest lay in encouraging all partial 
attempts on the part of the serfs to 
emancipate themselves from their mas- 
ters, and place^ themselves in imme- 
diate subordination to himself. Under 
his protection numerous communities 
were formed which knew no one above 
them but the King. Obedience to a 
distant monarcb-is liberty itself com- 
. pared with the dominion of the lord of 
the neighbouring castle: and the 
monarch was long compelled bj neces- 
flities of position to exert his authority 
as the ally, rather than the master, of 
the classes whom he had aided in 
effecting their liberation. In this 
manner a central power, despotic in 
principle though generally jnuch re- 
stricted in practice, was mainly instru- 
mental in carrying the people through 
a necessary stage of improvement, 
which representative -government, if 
real, would most likely have prevented 
them from entering upou. Nothing 
jfaort of despotic rale, or a general 
massacre, could have effected the 
emancipation of the serfs in the Knssian 
Bmpire. 

The same passages of history forcibly^ 
fllustrate another mode in which un- 
fimited monarchy overcomes obstacles 
to the pro^ss of civilization which 
representative government would have 
t had a decided tendency to aggravate. 
One of the strongest hindrances to im- 
provejnent, up to a rather advanced 
stage, is an inveterate spirit of locality. 
"Portions of mankind, m many other 
respects capable of, and prepared fbr, 
freedom, may be unqualified for amal- 
gamating into even the smallest nation. 
Not only may jealousies and antipa- 
thies repel them from one another, and 
—' bar aU possibility of voluntary union, 
but they may not yet have acquired 
§inj of the feelings or habits which 
would make the union real, supposing 
it te be nommally acoompliehed. They 



may, like the citizen! of an ancient 
commtmity, or those of an Asiatic 
village, have had considerable practice 
in exercising their faculties on village 
or town interests, and have even rea- 
lized a tolerably effective popular go< 
vernment on that restricted scale, snd 
may yet have but slender sympathiei 
mil anything beyond, and no habit or 
capacity of dealing with interests com- 
mon to many such communities. I am 
not aware that history furnishes any 
example in which a number of these 
political atoms or corpuscles 'have 
coalesced into a body, and learnt to 
feel themselves ^ one people, except 
through previous subjection to a cen- 
tral authority common to all.* It is 
through the nabit of deferring ta tiiat 
authority, entering intoits plans and sub- 
serving its purposes, that a people such 
as we have supposed, receive into their 
minds the conception of large interests, 
common to a considerable geographical 
extent. Such interests, on the con- 
trary, are necessarily the predominant 
consideration in the mind of the cen- 
tral ruler; and through the relations, 
more or less intimate, which 'he pro* 
gressively establishes with the locali- 
ties, theybecome familiar to the general 
mind. The most favourable concur- 
rence of circumstances under which 
this step in improvement coidd be 
made, would be one which should raise 
up representative institutions without 
representative government; a repre- 
sentative body, or bodies, drawn from 
the localities, making itself the auxi- 
liary and instrument of the central 
power, but seldom attempting to thwart 
or control it. The people being thutf 
taken, as it were, into council, tnough 
not sharing the supreme^^wer, the 
political education given by the central 
authority is carried home, much more 
effectually than it could otherwise be, 
to the local chiefs and to the popular 
tion generally; while, at the same 
time, a tradition is kept up of govern- 

* Italy, which alon« can be quoted as an 
exception, is only so in regard to the final 
stage of its transformation. • The more <Uffl- 
cult previous advance from the city isolation 
of Florence, Pisa, or Milan, to the provincial 
unity of Tuseanv or Lombardy* UnIc plaot If 
t^e uQual manq^, 
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ment by general conaent, or mi least, 
the sanction of tradition^is not g^ven to 
government without it, which, when 
consecrated by custom, has so often 
put a bad end to a good begmning, 
and is one of the most frequent causes 
of the sad fatality which in most coun« 
tries has stopped improvement in so 
early a stage, because the work of 
tome one period has been so done as to 
bar the needful work of the ages fol- 
lowing. Meanwhile, it may be laid 
down as a political truth, that by irre- 
ipoBsible monarchy rather than by re- 
presentative government can a multi- 
tude of insignificant political units be 
welded into a people, with common 
feelings of cohesion, power enough to 
protect itself against con<|uest or 
foreign aggression, and affairs suffi- 
ciency various and considerable of its 
own to occupy worthilv and expand to 
B^ proportions the social and political 
intelligence of the population. 

For these several reasons, kingly 
government, free from the control 
(though perhaps stren^hened^ by the 
support) of representative institutions, 
is the most suitable form of polity for 
the earliest stages of any community, 
not excepting a city-community, like 
those of ancient Greece : where, ac- 
cordingly, the ^vemment of Inngs, 
under some real but no ostensible or 
constitutional control by public opi- 
nion, did historically precede by an un- 
known and probably great duration all 
free institutions, and gave place at last, 
during a considerable lapse of time, to 
oligarchies of a few famuies. 

A hundred other infirmities or short- 
eomings in a people might be pointed 
out, which pro tanto aisqualirjr them 
horn making the best use of represen- 
Vitive government; but in regard to 
these it is not equally obvious tbat the 
eovemment of One or a Few would 
have any tendency to cure or alleviate 
the evil. Strong prejudices of any 
kind; obstinate adherence to old habits; 
positive defects of national character, 
ir mere ignorance, and deficiency (^ 
mental cmtivation, if prevalent m a 
people, will be in general faithfully 
feflected in- their representative as- 
f^bliw : and sboul4 it happen that I 



the executive administration, the direei 
management of public affidrs, is in 
the hands of persons comparatively 
free from these defects, ' more good 
would frequently be done by them 
when not hampered by the necessity ci 
canyin^ with them the voluntary as- 
sent of such bodies.. But the mere 
position of the rulers does not in these, 
as it^does in the other cases which we 
have examined, of itself invest them 
with interests and fendencied^^jerating 
in the beneficial direction. From the 
general weaknesseis of the people or of 
the state of civilization, tne One and-, 
his counsellors, or the Few, are not 
likelv to be habitually exempt ; except 
in the case of their being foreignerii 
belonging to a superior people or a 
niore advanced state of society. Then, 
indeed, the rulers may be. to almost 
any extent, superior in civilization to 
those over whom they rule ; and sub- 
jection to a foreign government of thia 
description^ notwithstanding its inevit- 
able evils, is often of the greatest ad- 
vantage to a people, carrying tiiem 
rapidly through several stages of pro- 
^ss, and clearing away obstacles ti 
improvement which mi^ht have lasted 
i^efinitely if the subject population 
had been left unassisted to its native 
tendencies and chances. In a countiy 
not under the doiiiinion of foreigners, 
the only cause adeouate to producing 
similar benefits is tne rare accident of 
a monarch of extraordinary genius. 
There have been in history a few of 
these, who, happily' for humanity, have 
reigned long enough to render some of 
their improvements permanent, by 
leaviqe them under the guardianship 
of a generation which had grown up 
under their influence. Charlemagne 
may be cited as one instance ; Peter 
the Great is another. Such examples 
however are so unfreo^nt that" tney 
can only be classed witn the happy ac- 
cidents, which have so often decided at 
a critical moment whether some lead- 
ing portion of humanity should make a 
sudaen start, or sink back towards 
barbarism:^ chances like the existence 
t>f Th'emistocles at the time of t^e 
Persian invasion, or of the first or third 
William of Orange. It would be 9k\y 
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lurd to constrQct institutions for the 
mere purpose of taking advantage of 
Buch possibilities; especially as men of 
this calibre, in any distinguished posi- 
tion, do not require despotic power to 
enable them to exert great influence, 
as is evidenced by the three last men- 
tioned. The case most re(|uiring con- 
sideration in reference to mstitutions, 
is the not very uncommon one, in 
which a small but leading portion of 
the population, from difiference of race, 
more civilised origin, or other peculia- 
rities of circumstance, are markedly 
superior in civilization and general 
character to the remainder. Under 
Ihese conditions, government hy the 
lepresentatives of the mass would stand 
% chance of depriving them of much of 
•%e benefit they might derive from the 
^Jpreater civilization of the superior 
ranks ; while government by the repre- 
eentatives of those ranks would proba- 
bly rivet the degradation of the multi- 
tude, and leave them no hope of decent 
treatment except by ridding themselves 
of one of the most valuable elements of 
future advancement. The host pros- 
pect of improvement for a people thus 
composed, lies in the existence of a 
constitutionally unlimited, or at least a 
practically preponderant, authoritv in 
the chief nuer of the dominant class. 
H.e alone has by his position an interest 
in raising and improving the mass, of 
whom he is not jealous, as a cotmter- 
poise to his associates, of whom he is. 
And if fortunate circumstances plak^e 
beside him, not as controllers but as 
subordinates, a body representative of 
the superior caste, which bv its objec- 
tions and questionings, and by its oo- 
easional outbreaks oispirit, keeps alive 
iiabits of collective resistance, and 
may admit of being, in time and by 
degrees, expanded into a really national 
representation (which is in substance 
the history of the English Parliamei^t), 
the nation has 'thjsn the most fav dur- 
able prospects of improvement, which 
can weU occur to a community thus 
circumstanced and constituted. 

Among the tendencieH. which, with- 
out absolutely rendering a people unfit 
for representative government, seriousl v 
tBcap»oitata them from fM^ing the fuU 



benefit of it, one deserves parttoulai 
notice. There are two states of the 
inclinations, intrinsically very different, 
but which have something in common, 
hy virtue of which they often coincide 
in the direction they give to the efforts 
of individuals and of nations: one is, 
the desire to exercise power over others ; 
the other is disinclination to have powc>r 
exercised over themselves. Tlie dif 
ference between different portions of 
mankind in the relative strength of 
these two dispositions, is one of the 
most important elements in their his- 
tory. There are nations in whom the 
passion for governing others is so much 
stronger than the desire of personal in- 
dependence, that for the mere shadow 
of the one they are found ready to sacri- 
fice the whole of the other. Each one 
of their number is willing, like the pri- 
vate soldier in an army, to abdicate nis 
personal freedom of action into the 
nands of his general, provided the arm^ 
is triumphant and victorious, and he is 
able to natter himself ^at he is one of 
a conquering host, though the notion 
that he has himself any share m the 
domination exercised over the conquered 
is an illusion. A government strictly 
limited in its powers and attributions, 
required to hold its hands from over- 
meddling, and to let most things go 
on without its assuming the part of 
guardian or director, is not to the taste 
of such a people. In their eyes the 
possessors of authority can hardly take 
too much upon themselves, provided the 
authority itself is open to general com- 
petition. An average individual among 
them prefers the chance, however dis- 
taut or improbable, of wielding some 
share of power over his fellow-citizens^ 
above the certaintyj to himself and 
others, of having no unnecessary powei 
exercised over them. These are the 
elements of a people of place-hunters 
in whom the course of pontics is mainly 
determined fcy place-hunting; where 
equality alone is cared for, but not 
hberty ; where the contests of political 
parties are but struggles to decide whe- 
ther the power of meddling in every- 
thing shall belong to one class or an- 
other, perhaps merely to one knot of 
pubUo «en or another; where the idea 
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entertnined of democracy is merely that 
of opening offices to the competition of 
all mstead of a few ; where, the more 
popular the institutions, the more in- 
numeraUe are the places created, and 
the more monstrous the OTor-govem- 
ment exercised by all over each, and 
by the executiye oyer all. It would be 
as unjust as it would be ungenerous to 
ofier this, or anything approaching to 
it, as an unexaggerated picture of the 
French people ; yet the degree in which 
they do participate in this type of cha- 
racter, has caused representative go- 
Temment by a limited class to break 
down by excess of corruption, and the 
attempt at representative government 
by the whole male population to end in 
ffiving one man the power of consign- 
ing any number of the rest, without 
trial, to Lambessa or Cayenne, provided 
lie allows all of them to think them- 
selves not excluded from the possibility 
of sharing his favours. The point of 
character which,^ beyond any other, fits 
the people of .this countir for represen- 
tative government, is, tnat they have 
almost universaPy the contrary charac- 
teristic. They are very jealous of any 
attempt to exercise power over them, 
not sanctioned by lon^ usage and by 
their own opinion of rignt ; but they in 
general care very little for the exercise 
of power over others. Not having the 
smallest sympathy with the passion for 
governing, wnile^they are but too well 
acquainted with the motives of private 
interest from which that office is sought, 
they prefer that it should be performed 
by those to whom it comes without 
Meking, as a oonsequence of social po- 



sition. If foreigners tmderstood this, 
it would account to them for some of 
the apparent contradictions in the poIi> 
tical feelings of Englishmen ; their un- 
hesitating readiness to let themselvea 
be governed by the higher classes, 
coupled with so little personal subservi- 
ence to them, that no people are so fibod 
of resisting authority when it overstepf 
certain prescribed umits, or so deter- 
mined to make their rulers always rs- 
member that they will only be governed 
in the way they themselves like best. 
Place-hunting, accordingly, is a form 
of ambition to which the English, con- 
sidered nationally, are almost strangers. 
If ,we except the few families or con- 
nexions of whom official employment 
lies directly in the way, Engushmen's 
views of advancement in lira take an 
altogether different dir^on— that of 
success in business, or in a profession. 
They have the strongest distaste for 
any mere stru^le for office by political 
parties or individuals: and there aro 
few things to which they have a greater 
aversicm than to the multiplication of 
public employments: a thing, on the 
contrary, always popular wili the 
bureaucracy-ridden nations of the 
Continent, who would rather pay 
higher taxes, than diminish by the 
smallest fraction their individual 
chances of a place for themselves or 
their relatives, and among whom a cry 
for retrenchment never means abolition 
of offices, but the reduction of the sa- 
laries of those which are too consider- 
able for the ordinary citizen to have 
any chance of being appointed ta 
them. 



CHAPTER V. 



OF THB PBOPEB FUNCriONB OF RBPBBIBSTATITS BODm. 



In treating of representative govern- 
ment, it is above all necessary to keep 
in view the distinction between its idea 
or essence, and the particular forms in 
which the idea has been clothed by 
aooidental historical developments, or 



by the notions current at aomeiMuii- 
cnlar period. 

The meaning of representiitive go- 
vernment is, that the whole people, or 
some numerous portion of them, exercise 
thrvugh deputies periodicaUy eleotMl 
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iy tliemselves, the ultimate controlling 
power, which, in every constitution, 
must reside somewhere. This ultimate 
power they must possess in all its com- 
pleteness. They must be masters, 
wheneyer they please, of all the opera- 
tions of goyernment. There is no need 
that the constitutional law should itself 
giye them thi? mastery. It does not, 
in the British Constitution. But what 
it does giye, practically amounts to 
this. The power of final control is as 
essentially single, in a mixed and ba- 
lanced government, as in a pure mon- 
archy or democracy. This is the por- 
tion of truth in the opinion of the 
ancients, revived by great authorities in 
our own time, that a balanced consti- 
tution is impossible. There is almost 
always a balance, but the scales never 
hang exactly even. Which of them 
preponderates, is not always apparent 
on the face of the political institutions. 
In the British Constitution, each of the 
three co-ordinate members of the sove- 
reignty is invested with powers which, 
if fully exercised, would enable it to 
ftop all the machinery of government. 
Nominally, therefore, each is invested 
with equal power of thwarting and 
obstructing tne others : and if, by ex- 
erting that power, any of the three 
could hope to better its position, the 
ordinary course of human affairs forbids 
US to aoubt that the power would be 
exercised. There can be no question 
that the full powers of each would be 
employed defensively, if it found itself 
assailed by one or both of the others. 
What then prevents the same powers 
from being exerted aggressively ? The 
unwritten maxims of tne Constitution — 
in other words, the positive political 
morally of the countr^r: and tnisj>osi- 
tivepou tical^ mo ra lity is what we must 
} look to, iTwe would know in whom the 
I really sunreme power in the Constitn- 
\ tion resiaes. 

By constitutional law, the Crown can 
refuse its assent to any Act of Parlia- 
ment, and can appoint to office and 
maintain in it any Minister, in oppo- 
fition to the remonstrances of Parlia- 
ment. But the constitutional morality 
•f the country nullifies these powers, 
preveating them from being ever used ; 



and, by requiring that the head of the 
Administration should always be vir* 
tually appointed by the House of Com- 
mons, makes that body the real sove- 
reign of the State. These unwritten 
rules, which limit the use of lawful 
powers, are, however, only efiectual, 
and maintain themselves in existence, 
on condition of harmonizing with the 
actual distribution of real political 
strength. There is in every constitu- 
tion a strongest power — one which 
would gain the victory, if the compro- 
mises by which the Constitution ha- 
bitually works were suspended, and 
there came a trial of strength. ConA 
stitutional iiftaxims are adhered to, and) 
are practically operative, so long as 
they ^ve the predominance in the Con- 
stitution to tnat one of the powers 
which has the preponderance of ac^ve 
power out of doors. This, in England, < 
IS the popular power. If, therefore, 
the legal provisions of the British Con- 
stitution, together with the unwritten 
maxims by which the conduct of the 
different political authorities is in fact 
regulated, did not give to the populai 
element in the Constitution that sub- 
stantial supremacy over eveij depart 
ment of the government, which corre- 
sponds to its real power in the country, 
tne Constitution would not possess the 
stability which characterizes it ; either 
the laws or the unwritten maxima 
would soon have to be changed. The 
British government is thus a represen- 
tative government in the correct sense 
of the term : and the powers which it 
leaves in hands not directly account- 
able to the people, can only be con- 
sidered as precautions which the niling 
power is willing should be taken against 
Its own errors. Such precautions have 
existed in all well-constructed demo- 
cracies. The Athenian Constitution 
had many such provisions ; and so has 
that of the United States. 

But while it is essential to represen- 
tative government that the practiced 
supremacy in the state should reside in 
the representatives of the people, it is 
an open question what actual functions^ 
what precise part in the machinery of 
government, shall be directly and pep 
sonally discharged by the reprps«nt» 
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tijt bodj. Qreat Tarieties in tliiB re- 
ipect are compatible with tbe essence 
of TC»)re8eiitatiTe goyenimont, provided 
tbe nmctionB are such as secure to the 
representative bodj the control of everj* 
thing in the last resort. 

There is a radical distinction be- 
tween controlling the business of go- 
Temment, and actually doing it. The 
■anie person or body may be able to 
control eveiything, but cannot possibly 
do everything; and in many cases its 
control over everything will be more 
perfect, the less it personally attempts 
to do. The commander of an army 
coidd not direct its movements effec- 
tually if he himself fonght in the ranks, 
or led an assault. It is the same with 
bodies of men. Some things cannot 
be done except by bodies ; other thin^ 
cannot be well done by them. It is 
one question, therefore, what a popular 
assembly should control, another what 
it should itself do. It should, as we 
have already seen, control all the 
operations of government. But in 
order to determine through what chan- 
nel this general control may most ex- 
Pjcdientl V be exercised, and what por- 
tion of tne business of government the 
representative assembly should hold in 
its own hands, it is necessaiy to con- 
sider what kinds of business a nume- 
rous body is competent to perform 
properly. I'hat alone which it can do 
weU, it ou^ht to take personally upon 
itselfl With ref:ard to the rest, its 
proper province is not to do it, but to 
take means for having it well done by 
others. 

For example, the duty which is con- 
ndered as belonging more peculiarly 
than any other to an assembly repre- 
sentative of the people, is that of 
TOting the taxes. Nevertheless, in no 
country does the representative body 
undertake, by itself or its delegated 
officers, to prepare the estimates. 
Though the sup i lies can only be voted 
by the House of Commons, uid though 
tne sanction of the House is a so re- 
quired for the appropriation of the 
revenues to the different items of the 
public expenditure, it is the maxim 
and the uniform practice of the Con- 
stitntion that money can be granted 



only on the proposition of the Csown. 
It has, no doubt, been felt, that mode- 
ration as to the amount, and care and 
judgment in the detail of its applica- 
tion, can only be expected when the 
executive government, through whose 
hands it is to pass, is made responsible 
for the plans and calculations on 
which the disbursements are grounded. 
Parliament, accordingly, is not ex- 
pected, nor even permitted, to origi- 
nate directly either taxation or ex- 
penditure. All it is asked for is its 
consent, and the sole power it possesses 
is that of refusal 

The principles which are involved 
and recessed in this constitutional 
doctrine, if followed as far as they will 

§0, are a guide to the limitation and 
efinition of the general functions of 
representative assemblies. In the first 
place, it is admitted in aU countries in 
which the representative system is 
practically unaerstood, that numerous 
reprasentative bodies ought not to ad- 
minister. The maxim is grounded not 
only on the most essential principles of 
good government, but on those of the 
successful conduct of business of any 
description. No body of men, unless 
organized and under command, is fit 
for action, in the proper sense. Even 
a select board, composed of few mem- 
bers, and these specially conversant 
with the business to be done, is always 
an inferior instrument to some one in- 
dividual who could be found among 
them, and would be improved in cha- 
racter if that one person were made 
the chief, and all the others reduced to 
subordinates. What can be done 
better b^ a body than by any indi- 
vidual, IS deliberation. When it is 
necessary, or important to secure heai 
ing and consideration to many conflict- 
ing opinions, a deliberative body is 
indispensable. Those bodies, there- 
fore, are frequently useful, even for 
administrative business, but in general 
only as advisers ; such business being, 
as a rule, better conducted under the 
responsibility of one. Even a joint- 
stock company has always in practicOi 
if not in theory, a managing director ; 
its good or bad management depends 
essentially on some one person's qiiali 
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fications, and tlie Temaining directors, 
when of any use, are bo by their sug- 
gestions to nim, or bv the power they 
possess of watching nim, and restrain- 
ing or removing him in case of mis- 
conduct. That they are ostensibly 
equal sharers with him in the manage- 
ment is no advantage, but a consider- 
able set-off, against any good which 
they are capable^f doing : it weakens 
greatly the sense in his own mind, and 
m those of other people, of that indi- 
vidual responsibility in which he 
^ould stand forth personally and 
tmdividedly. 

But a popular assembly is still less 
fitted to administer, or to dictate in 
detail to those who have the charge of 
administration. Even when honestly 
meant, the interference is almost al- 
ways injurious. Every branch of 
public administration is a skilled busi- 
ness, which has its own peculiar prin- 
ciples and traditional rules, many of 
them not-even known, in any efiectual 
way, except to those who have at 
some time had a hand in carrying on 
the business, and none of them likely 
to be duly appreciated by persons not 
practicaUy acquainted witn the de- 
partment. I QO not mean that the 
transaction of public business has 
esoteric mysteries, only to be under- 
stood by the initiated. Its principles 
are all intelligible to any person of 
good sense, who has in his mmd a true 

Sicture lDf the circumstances and con- 
itions to be dealt with : but to have 
this he must know those circumstances 
and conditions; and the knowledge 
does not oome by intuition. There are 
many rules of the greatest importance 
\n every branch of public busmess (as 
diere are in every private occupation), 
»f which a person iresh to the subject 
neither knows the reason or even sus- 
pects the existence, because they are 
intended to meet dangers or provide 
against inconveniences which never 
entered into his thoughts. I have 
known public men, ministers, of more 
than ordinary natural capacity, who 
on their first iutroduction to a depart- 
ment of business new to them, nave 
ezdted the mirth of their inferiors by 
the Air with which they announced as 



a truth hitherto set at nought, and 
brought to light by themselves, some* 
thing which was probably the firbt 
thought of everybooy who ever looked 
at the subjectj given up as soon as he 
had got on to a second. It is true 
that a great statesman is he who 
knows when to depart from traditions, 
as well as when to adhere to them. 
But it is a great mistake to suppose 
that he will do this better for being 
ignorant of the traditions. No one 
who does not thoroughly know the 
modes of action which common expe- 
riente has sanctioned, is capable of 
judging of the circumstances which 
require a departure from those ordinaiy 
modes of action. The interests depen- 
dent on the acte done by a public de- 
partment, the consequences liable to 
follow from any particular mode of 
conducting it, require for weighing 
and estimating them a kind of know- 
ledge, and of specially exercised judg- 
ment, almost as rarely found in those 
not bred to it, as the capacity to reform 
the law in those who have not profes- 
sionally studied it. AU these aifScul- 
ties are sure to be ignored by a 
representative assembly which at- 
tempts to decide on special acts of 
administration. At its best, it is 
inexperience sitting in judgment on 
experience, iterance on knowledge: 
ignorance which never suspecting the 
existence of what it does not know, ie 
equally careless and supercilious, mak- 
ing light of^ if not resenting, all pre- 
tensions to have a judgment better 
worth attending to than its own. 
Thus it is when no interested motives 
intervene: but when they do, the 
result is jobbery more unblushing and 
audacious than the worst corruption 
which can well take place in a public 
ofBce under a government of publicity 
It is not necessary that the interested 
bias should extend to the maiority of 
the assembly. In any particular case 
it is often enough that it afiects two or 
three of their number, lliose two or 
three will have a greater interest in 
misleading the bodpr, than any other of 
its members are hkelv to have in put- 
ting it right. The bulk of the as- 
sembly may keep their hands dean, 
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Imt they cannot keep their minds 
vigilant or their jodgments discerning 
in matters they know nothing about : 
and an indolent majority, like an indo- 
lent individual, belongs to the person 
who takes most pains with it. llie 
bad measures or oad appointments of 
a minister may be checked by Parlia- 
ment ; and the interest of ministers in 
defending, and of rival partisans in 
attacking, secures a tolerably equal 
discussion : but quU custodiet ciu- 
todesf who shall check the Parlia- 
ment ? A minister, a head of an office, 
feels himself under some responsibility. 
An assembly in such cases feels under 
no responsibility at all : for when did 
any member of Parliament lose his 
seat for the vote he gave on any detail 
of administration ? To a minister, or 
the head of an office, it is of more im- 
portance what will be thought of his 
proceedings some time hence, than 
what is thought of them at the in- 
stant : but an assemblvl if the cry of 
the moment goes witn it, however 
hastily raised or artificially stirred up, 
thinks itself and is thought by every- 
body to be completely exculpated how- 
ever disastrous may be the conse- 
quences. Besides, an assembly never 
personally experiences the incon- 
veniences of its bad measures, until 
they have reached the dimensions of 
national evils. Ministers and admi- 
nistrators see them approaching, and 
have to bear all the annoyance and 
trouble of attempting to ward them off. 
The proper duty of a representative 
assembly in regard to matters of ad- 
piinistration, is not to decide them by 
its own vote, but to take care that the 
persons who have to decide them shall 
be the proper persons. Even this they 
cannot advantageously do by nominat- 
ing the individuals. Tliere is no act 
wmch more imperatively requires to 
be performed under a strong sense of 
individual responsibility Sian the 
nomination to employment!. The ex- 
perience of every person conversant 
with public affairs b^rs ont the asser- 
tion, that there is scarcely any act 
respecting which the conscience of an 
average man is less sensitive ; scarcely 
»&y case in which lean oonsideratim 



is paid to qualifications, partly becaiise 
men do not know, and partly because 
they do not care for, the difference in 
qualifications between one person an^ 
another. When a minister makes 
what is meant to be an honest appoint- 
ment, that is when he does not actually 
t'ob it for his personal connexions or 
lis party, an ignorant person might 
suppose that he would try to give it to 
the person best qualified. Nc such 
thing. An ordinary minister thiuks 
himself a miracle (h virtue if he pvea 
it to a person of merit, or who has a 
claim on the puUic on any account, 
though the claim or the merit may ba 
of the most opposite description to that 
required, it fallait un caUmlateur^ 
ee fut un dameur qui Vobfintf it 
hardly more of a caricature than in 
the days of Figaro ; and the minister 
doubtless thinks himself not only 
blameless but meritorious if the man 
dances well Besides, the Qualifica- 
tions which fit special individuals for 
special duties can only be recognised 
by those who know the individuals, of 
who make it their business to examine 
and judge of persons from what they 
have done, or from the evidence of 
tho!)e who are in a position to judge. 
When these conscientious obligations 
are so little regarded by great public 
officers who can be made responsible 
for their appointments, how must it be 
with assemblies who cannot? Even 
now, the worst appointments are those 
which are made for the sake^f g&ining 
support or disarming opposition in the 
representative body: what might we 
expect if they were made by the body 
itself? Numerous bodies never regard 
special qualifications at all. Unless a 
man is nt for the gallows, he is thought 
to be about as fit as other pec^le for 
almost anything for which he can offer 
himself as a candidate. Mlien ap- 
pointments made by a public body are 
not decided, as they almost always are, 
by party connexion or private jobbing, 
a man is appointed either becauae he 
has a reputation, oden quite unde- 
served, for general ability, or frequently 
for no better reason than that he is 
personally popular. 
It has never been thought denrable 
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that Parliament tsfiould rtself nominate 
even tbe members of a Cabinet. It is 
enougb that it virtnallj decides who 
ihall be prime minister, or who shall 
he the two or three individuals from 
whom the prime minister shaU be 
chosen. In doing this it merely recog- 
nises the fact that a certain person is 
the candidate of the party whose 
f general policy commands its support. 
In reality, the only thing which Parlia- 
ment decides is, which of two, or at 
OQost three, parties or bodies of men, 
shall famish the executive govern- 
ment : the opinion of the party itself 
decides which of its members is fittest 
to be placed at the head. According 
to the existing practice of th^ British 
Constitution, these things seem to be 
on as good a footing as they can be. 
Parliament does not nominate any 
minister, but the Crown {^points the 
Iiead of the administration in con- 
formity to the general wishes and in- 
clinations manifested by Parliament, 
and the other ministers on the recom- 
mendation of the chief; while every 
minister has the undivided moral 
responsibility of appointing fit persons 
to the .other offices of a£ninistration 
which are not permanent. In a re- 

fubUc, some other arrangement would 
e necessary: but the nearer it ap- 
proached in practice to that which has 
long existed in En^and, the more 
likely it would be to work welL Either, 
as in the American republic, tiie head 
of the Executive must be elected by 
some agency entirely independent of 
the representative l)ody ; or the body 
must content itself with naming the 
prune minister, and making him re- 
sponsible for the choice of his associates 
and subordinates. To all these con- 
siderations, at least theoretically, I 
fully anticipate a general assent: 
though, practically, the tendency is 
strong in representative bodies to in- 
terfere more and more in the details of 
administration, by virtue of the general 
law, that whoever has the strongest 
power is more and more^ tempted to 
make an excessive use of it ; and this 
is <me of the practical dangers to which 
the futurity of representative govern- 
ments will be exposed. 



But it is equally true, though only 
of Ifite and slowly beginning to be ac- 
knowledged, that a numerous assem- 
bly is as little fitted for the direct busi> 
ness of legislati(»i as for that of ad- 
ministration. There is hardly any 
kind of intellectual work which so 
much needs to be done not only by ex- 
perienced and exercised minds, but by 
minds trained to the task through long 
and laborious study, as the business of 
making laws. This is a sufficient rea- 
son, were there no other, why they can 
never be well made but by a committee 
of very few persons. A reason no less 
conclusive is, that every provision of a 
law requires to be framed with the most 
accurate and long-sighted perception 
of its effect on all the other provisions ; 
and the law when made should be 
capable of fitting into a consistent 
whole with the previously existing 
laws. It is impossible that these con- 
ditions should be in any degree fulfilled 
when laws are voted clause by clause 
in'a miscellaneous assembly. The in- 
congruity of such a mode of legislating 
would strike all minds, were it not that 
our laws are already, as to form and 
construction, such a chaos, that the 
confusion and contradiction seem in- 
capable of being made greater by any 
addition to the mass. Yet even now, 
the utter unfitness of our legislative 
machinery for its purpose is making 
itself practically felt every year more 
and more. The mere time necessarily 
occupied in getting through Billsi 
renders Parliament more and more in« 
capable of passing any, except on de- 
tached and narrow points. If a Bill 
is prepared which even attempts to 
deal with the whole of any subject 
(and it is impossible to legislate pro- 
perly on any part without having the 
whole present to the mind), it hangs 
over from session to session through 
sheer impossibility of finding time to 
dispose of it. It matters not though 
the Bill may have been deliberately 
drawn up by the authority deemed the 
best qualified, with all appliances and 
means to boot ; or by a select commi» 
sion, chosen for their conversancy with 
the sulti^ct,^ and having employed 
years in considering and mgesting tht 
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particular meastire; it cannot be 
passedi because the House of Commons 
will not forego the precious privilege of 
tinkering it with tneir clumsy hands. 
; The custom has of late beet to some 
extent introduced, when the principle 
of a Bill has been affirmed on the 
second reading, of referring it for con- 
fideration in detail to a Select Com- 
mittee : but it has not been found that 
thiH practice causes much less time to be 
lost afterwards in carrying it through 
the Committee of the whole House : 
the opinions or private crotchets which 
have been overruled by knowledge, 
always insist on giving themselves a 
second chance before tne tribunal of 
ignorance. Indeed, the practice itself 
has been adopted principally by the 
House of Lords, the members of which 
are less busy and fond of meddling, 
and less jealous of the importance of 
their individual voices, than those of 
the elective House. And when a Bill 
of many clauses does succeed in get- 
ting itself discussed in detail, what can 
depict the state in which it comes 
o>Jt of Committee! Clauses omitted, 
which are essential to the working of 
the rest ; incongruous ones inserted to 
conciliate some private interest, or 
•ome crotche^ member who threatens 
to delay the Bill ; articles Toisted in on 
the motion of some sciolist with a mere 
smattering of the subject, leading to 
consequences which the member who 
introduced or those who supported the 
Bill did not at the moment foresee, 
and which need an amending Act in 
the next session to correct their mis- 
chiefs. It is one of the evils of the 
present mode of pianaging these thingSi 
that the explaining and defending of a 
Bill, and of its various provisions, is 
f catcely ever performed oy the person 
from wnose mmd they emanated, who 
probably has not a seat in the House. 
Their defence rests upon some minister 
or member of Parliament who did not 
frame them, who is dependent on 
cramming for all his arguments but 
those which are perfectly obvious, who 
does not know the full strength of his 
case, nor the best reasons by which to 
support it, and is wholly incapable of 
meeting unforeseen objections. This I 



evil, as far as Govenunent biils art 
concerned, admits of remedy, and has 
been remedied in some representative 
constitutions, by allowing the Govern- 
ment to be represented in eitl^er House 
by persons in its confidence, having a 
ngnt to speak, though not to vote. 

If that, as yet considerable, majority 
of the House of Commons who never 
dosire to move an amendment or make 
a speech, would no longer leave the 
whole regulation of business to those 
who do ; if they would bethink them 
selves that better qualifications ioi 
legislation exist, and may be found ii 
sought for, than a fluent tongue,^ and 
the faculty of getting elected by a^pon* 
stituency; it would soon be recog- 
nised, that in legislation as well as aa- 
ministration, the only task to which a 
representative assembly can possibly 
be competent, is not that of doing the 
work, but of causing it to be done ; of 
determining to whom or to what sort 
of people it shall be confided, and 
giving or withholding the national 
sanction to it when performed. Anx. 
g^ovemment fit for a high state of 
civilization, would have as one of its 
fundamental elements a small body, 
not exceeding in number the members 
of a Cabinet, who should act as a 
Commission of legislation, having for 
its appointed office to make the laws. 
If the laws of this country were, as 
surely they will soon be, revised and 
put into a connected form, the Com- 
mission of Codification by which this 
is effiscted should remain as a perma- 
nent institution, to watch over the 
work,' protect it from deterioration, and 
make further improvements as often as 
required. No one would wish th at^thi s 
body should^ of itself have any p ower 
or enacting ' tews : * the Commission 
^onld only embody the element of in- 
telligence in their construction ; Par- 
liament would represent that of 'mSi, 
Ko measure would become a law until 
expressly sanctioned by Parliament: 
and Paruament, or either House^ would 
have the power not only of rejecting 
but of sending back a Bill to the Con^ 
mission for reconsideration or improve- 
ment. Either House might also ex 
ercise its initiative, by referring any 
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•Qbjeet to the GommiBsion, with direc- 
tions to prepare a law. The Commis- 
aion, of course, would have no power of 
refusing its instrumentality to any 
legislation which the country desired. 
Instructions, concurred in by both 
Houses, to draw up a Bill which should 
effect a particular purpose, would be 
imperative on the Commissioners, 
unless they preferred to resign their 
office. Once framed, however. Parlia- 
ment should have no power to alter 
the measure, but solely to pass or re- 
ject it ; or, if partially disapproved of, 
remit it to the Commission tor recon- 
sideration. The Commissioners should 
be appointed by the Crown, but should 
hold tneir offices for a time certain, say 
five years, unless removed on an address 
from the two Houses of Parliament, 
grounded either on personal miscon- 
dnct (as in the case of judges), or on 
refiisal to draw up a Bill in obedience 
to the demands of Parliament. At the 
expiration of the five years a member 
should cease to hold office unless re- 
appointed, in order to provide a con- 
Tenient mode of getting rid of those 
who had not been found equal to their 
duties, and of infusing new and 
younger blood into the body. 

The necessity of some provision cor- 
responding to this was felt even in the 
Athenian Democracy, where, in the 
time of its most complete ascendancy, 
the ^pular Ecclesia could pass 
Psephisms (mostly decrees on single 
mutten of policy), but laws, so called, 
could only he made or altered by a 
difierent ana less numerous body, re- 
newed annually, called the Nomotnetssi 
whose duty it also was to revise the 
whol^ 9f tne laws, and keep them con- 
nstent with one another. In the 
English Constitution there is great 
diSiculty in introducing any arrange* 
ment wnich is new both in form and in 
substance, but comparatively little re- 
pugnance is felt to the attainment of 
new purposes by an adaptation of ex- 
isting forms and traditions. It appears 
. to me that the means might be devised 
of enruihing the Constitution with this 
great improvement through the ma- 
chinery of the House of Lords. A 
Commission for preparing Bills would 



in itself be no more an innevation on 
the Constitution than the Board for 
the administration of the Poor Lawsi 
or the Inclosure Commission. I^ in 
consideration of the great importance 
and dignity of the trust, it were made 
a rule that every person appointed a 
member of the Legislative Commis- 
eion, unless removed from office on an 
address from Parliament, should be a 
Peer for life, it is probable that the 
same good sense ana taste which leave 
the judicial functions of the Peerage 
practically to the exclusive care of the 
law lords, would leave the business of 
legislation, except on questions in- 
volving political principles and inter- 
ests, to the professional legislators; 
that Bills onginating in the Upper 
House would always be drawn up by 
them ; that the Government would de- 
volve on them the framing of aU its 
Bills ; and that private members of the 
House of Commons would gradually 
find it convenient, and likely to facih- 
tate the passing of their measures 
through the two Houses, if instead of 
bringing in a Bill and submitting it 
directly to the House, they obtamed 
leave to introduce it and have it re* 
ferred to the Legislative Commission. 
For it would, of course, be open to the 
House to refer for the consideration of 
that body not a sul^'ect mertsly, but auj 
specific proposal^ or a Draft of a Bill in 
extenso, when any member thought 
himself capable of preparing one such 
as ought to pass; and tne House 
would doubtless refer every such draft 
to the Commission, if only as materials, 
and for the benefit of the suggestions 
it might contain: as they would, in 
like manner, refer every amendment or 
objection, which might be proposed in 
writing by any member of the House 
after a measure had left the Commis- 
sioners' hands. The alteration of 
Bills by a Committee of the whole 
House would cease, not by tormal 
abolition, but by desuetude ; the right 
not being abandoned, but laid up in 
the same armoury with the royal veto^ 
the right of witlmolding the supplies, 
and other ancient instruments oipoliti- 
cal warfare, which no one desires to 
«ee used, but no one likes to part with, 
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lest they should at any time be found 
to be still needed in an extraordinary 
emergency. By such arrangements as 
these, legislation would assume its 
proper place as a work of skilled labour 
and special study and experience; 
while the most important liberty of the 
nation, that of being governed only by 
laws assented to by its elected repre- 
sentatives, would be fully preserved, 
and made more valuable by being de- 
tached from the serious, but by no 
means unavoidable, drawbacks which 
now accompany it in the form of ig- 
norant and ill-considered legislation. 

XiutAad^the function of governing, 
fot whidh it is radically unfits the pro- 
per office 6T*a'fepresentative assembly 
jB to watch and control the govem- 
menf: to throw the light of publicity 
on its acts : to compel a full exposition 
and justification or all of them which 
any one considers questionable ; to 
censure them if found condemnable, 
and, if the men who compose the go- 
vernment abuse their trust, or fulfil it 
in a manner which conflicts with the 
deliberate sense of the nation, to expel 
them from office, and either expressly 
or virtually appoint tiieir successors. 
This is surely ample power, and secu- 
rity enough for the hberty of the na- 
tion. In addition to this, the Parlia- 
ment has an omce^ not inienor eve^ to 
this in importance ; to be at once the 
nation's Committee of Grievances, and 
its Congress of Opinions; an arena in 
which not only the general opim'on of 
the nation, but that of every section of 
it, and as far as possible of every emi- 
nent individual whom it contains, can 
produce^ itself in full light and chal- 
lenge discussion ; where every person 
in the country may count upon finding 
somebody who speaks his mmd, as weU 
or better than ne could speak it him- 
self—not to friends and partisans ex- 
clusively, but in the face of opponents, 
to be tested by adverse controversy; 
where those whose opinion is overruled, 
feel satisfied that it is heard, and set 
aside not by a mere act of will, but for 
what are thought superior reasons, and 
conmiend themselves as such to the 
representatives of the miyority of the 
nation; where every party or opinion 



in the country can muster its strength, 
and be cured of any illusion concermng 
the number or power i>f its adherents ; 
where the opinion which prevails in the 
nation makes itself manifest as pre- 
vailing, and marshals its hosts in the 
presence of the government, which is 
thus enabled and compelled to give 
way to it on the mere manifestation, 
without the actual employment, of its 
strength ; where statQ.smen can assure 
themselves, far more certainly than by 
4iny other signs, what elements of opi- 
nion and power are growing, and what 
declining, and are enabled to shape 
their measures with same regard not 
solely to present exigencies, but to ten- 
dencies m progress. Representative 
assemblies are often taunted by their 
enemies with being places of mere talk 
and havardage. There has seldcnn 
been more misplaced derision. I know 
not how a representative assembly caa 
more usefully employ itself than in talk, 
when the subject of talk is the great 
public interests of the countir, and 
eveiy sentence of it represents the opi- 
nion either of some important body of 
persons in the nation, or of an inoivi- 
dual in whom some such body have re- 
posed their confidence. A place where 
every interest and shade of opinion in 
the country can have its cause even 
passionately pleaded, in the face of the 
government and of all other interests 
and opinions, can compel them to listen, 
and either comply, or state cleariy why 
they do not, is in itself^ if it answer^ 
no other purpose, one of the most im- 
portant political institutrons that can 
exist anywhere, and one of the foremost 
benefits of free government. Such 
* talking' would never be looked upon 
with disparagement if it were not al- 
lowed to stop * doing ;' which it never 
would, if assemblies knew and acknow* 
led^ed that talking and discussion are 
their proper business, while^ doinOf as 
the result of discussion, is the task not 
of a miscellaneous body, but of indivi> 
duals specially trained to if; that the 
fit office of an assembly is to see thsi 
those individuals are honestly gnd in- 
telligently chosen, and to interfere no 
farther with them, except by unlimited 
latitude of suggestion ana criticisnv 
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»nd by applying or withholding the 
final seal of national assent. It is for 
want of this judicious reserve, that 
popular assemblies attempt to do what 
they cannot do well — to govern and 
legislate — and provide no machinery 
but their own for much of it, when of 
course every hour spent in talk is an 
hour withdrawn from actual business. 
But the very fact which most unfits 
■nch bodies for a Council of Legislation, 
qualifies them the more for their other 
office — namely, that they are not a se- 
lection of the greatest political minds 
in the countipr, firom whose opinions 
little could with certainty be infen'ed 
concerning those of the nation, but are, 
when properly constituted, a fair sam- 
ple 'of every grade of intellect among 
the people which is at all entitled to a 
Toice in public afiairs. Their part is 
to indicate wants, to be an organ for 
popular demands, and a place of ad- 
verse discussion for all opinions relating 
to public matters, both great and small ; 
ftno, along with this, to check by criti- 
cism, and eventually by withdrawing 
their support, those high public officers 
who really conduct the public business, 
or who aDpoint those V whom it is 
conducted! Nothing but the restriction 
of the fdnction of representative bodies 
within these rational limits, will enable 
the benefits of popular control to be 



enjoyed in conjunction with the no less 
important requisites (growing evermore 
important as human affairs increase in 
scale and in complexity) of skilled le- 
gislation and administration, lliere 
are no means of combining these bene- 
fits, except by separating the functions 
which guarantee the one from those 
which essentially require the other; 
by disjoining the office of control and 
criticism from the actual conduct of 
affairs, and devolving the former on the 
representatives of the Many, while 84 
curing for the latter, under strict re- 
sponsibility to the nation, the ac(]uired 
knowledg^e and practised intelligence 
of a specially tramed and experienced 
Few. 

^ The preceding dificussion of the func- 
tions which ought to devolve on the 
sovereign representative assembly of 
the nation, would require to be followed 
by an inquiry into those properly vested 
in the minor representative bedies, 
which ought to exist for purposes that 
regard only localities. Ana such an 
inquiry forms an essential part of the 
present treatise ; but many reasons re* 
quire its postponement, until we have 
considered the most proper composition 
of the great representative boay, des- 
tined to control as soverei^ the enact- 
ment of laws and the administration of 
the general afiairs of the nation. 
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CHAPTER VI 



or THE IKTIRUITIES AKD DAKOERS TO WHICH fiEFBESElTTATIVE OOVEBITUEHV 

IS LIABLE. 



The defects of any form of government 
jnay be either negative or positive. It 
IB negatively defective if it does not 
concentrate m the hands of the autho- 
rities, power sufficient to fulfil the ne- 
cessary offices of a government ; or if 
ft does not sufficiently develope by exer- 
cise the active capacities and social 
feelings of the individual citizens. On 
neither of these points is it necessary 



that much should be i&id at this stage 
of our inquiry. 

The want of an amount of power in 
the government, adequate to preserve 
order and allow of progress in the 
people, is incident rather to a wild and 
rude state of society generally, than to 
any particular form of political union. 
When the people are too much attached 
to savage independence, to be tolerant 
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of the amount of power to \rhicli it is 
for their good that they should be sab- 
ject^ the state of society (as already 
observed) is not yet ripe for representa- 
tive government. Wnen the time for 
that government has arrived, sufficient 
power for all needful purposes is sure 
to reside in the sovereign assembly; 
and if enough of it is not entrusted to 
the executive, this can only arise from 
a jealous feeling on the part of the as- 
sembly towards the administration, 
never likely to e«st but where the con- 
stitutional power of the assembly to 
turn them out of office has not vet suf- 
ficiently established itself. Wherever 
that constitutional right is admitted in 
princip'e, and fully operative in prac- 
tice, tnere is no fear that the assembly 
will not be willing to trust its own mi- 
nisters with any amount of power really 
desirable; the danger is, on the con- 
trary, lest they should crant it too un- 
grudgingly, and too indennite in extent, 
since the power of the minister is the 
power of the body who make and who 
Keep him so. It is, however, very 
likely, and is one of the dangers of a 
controlling assembly, that it may be 
'Avish of powers, but afterwards inter- 
fere with their exercise; maj give 
power by wholesale, and take it back 
m detail, by multiplied single acts of 
interference in the business of adminis- 
tration. The evils arising from this 
assumption of the actual function of 
governing, in lieu of that of criticising 
and checking those who govern, have 
been sufficiently dwelt upon in the pre- 
ceding chapter. No safeguard can in 
the nature of things be provided against 
this improper meddling, except a strong 
and general conviction of its iiyurious 
character. 

The other negative defect which 
Jiay reside in a government, that of 
not bringing into sufficient exercise the 
individual mculties, moral, intellectual, 
and active, of the people, has been ex- 
hibited generally m setting forth the 
distinctive mischiefs of despotism. As 
between one form of popular govern- 
ment and another, the advantage in 
this respect lies with that which most 
widelj difiu^s the exercise of public 
functions; on the one hand, by exclud- 



ing fewest from the tnfiVage; pa th» 
other, by opening to all classes of pri- 
vate citizens, so far as is consistent 
with other equally important ol^ctsi, 
the widest partiiipation in the details 
of judicial and administrative business ; 
as by jury trial, admission t« municipal 
offices, and above all by the utmost pos- 
sible publicity and liberty of discussion, 
whereby not merelv a tew individuals 
in succession, but the whole public, are 
made, to a certain extent^ participants 
in the government, and diarers in the 
instruction and mental exercise deriv 
able from it. The further illustration 
of these benefits, as well as of the limi- 
tations under which they must be 
aimed at, will be better deferred until 
we come to speak of the details of ad- 
ministration. 

The positive evils and dangers of the 
representative, as of every other form 
of government, may be reduced to two 
heads : first, general ignorance and in- 
capacity, or, to speak more moderately, 
iuNufficient mental qualifications, in tne 
controlling body ; secondly, the danger 
of its being under the influence of in- 
terests not identical with the general 
welfare of the community. 

The former of these evils, deficiency 
in high mental qualifications, is one to 
which it is generally supposed that 
popular government is liable in a 
gi eater degree than any other. The 
energy of a monarch, the steadiness 
and prudence of an aristocracy, are 
thought to contrast most favourably 
with the vacillation and short-sight- 
edness of even a qualified democracy. 
These propositions, however, are not by 
any means so well founded as they at 
first sight appear. 

Compared with simple monarchy 
representative government is in these 
respects at no disadvantage. Except 
in a rude age, hereditary monarchy, 
when it is really such, and not aristo- 
cracy in disguise, far surpasses demo- 
cracy in all the forms of incapacity 
supposed to be characteristic of the 
last I say, except in a rude age, be- 
cause in a reallj rude state of society 
there is a considerable guarantee for 
the intellectual and active xzapacities oi 
the sovereign. His personal will is 
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oimBtaiitly enoountering obstacles fii^m 
tHe wilfulness of liis subjects, and of 
powerful individuals among their num- 
oer. Tbe circumstances of society do 
not afford him much temptation to 
mere luxurious self-indulgence ; mental 
and bodily activity, especially political 
and military, are his principal excite- 
ments; and among turbulent chiefs 
and lawless followers he has little au- 
thority, and is seldom long secure even 
of his throne, unless he possesses a 
conraderable amount of personal daring, 
dexterity, and energy. The reason 
why the average of talent is so high 
among the Henries and Edwards of 
our historv, may be read in the tragical 
&ti9 of the second Edward and the 
second Richard, and the civil wars and 
disturbances of the reigns of Johiji and 
his incapable successor. The troubled 
period of the Reformation also produced 
several eminent hereditary monarchs, 
Elizabeth, Henri Quatre, Gtistavus 
A-dolphus ; but they were mostly bred 
ap in adversity, succeeded to the 
throne by the unexpected failure of 
nearer heirs, or had to contend with 
great difficulties in the commencement 
of their reign. Since European life 
assumed a settled aspect, anything 
above mediocrity in an hereditary king 
has become extremely rare, while the 
general average has been even below 
mediocrity, both in talent and in vigour 
of character. A monarchy constitu- 
tionally ^absolute now only maintains 
itself in existence (except temporarily 
in the hands of some active-minded 
nsiurper) through the mental qualifica- 
tions of a permanent bureaucracy. The 
Russian and Austrian Governments, 
ftnd even the French Government in 
its normal condition, are oligarchies of 
officials, of whom the head of the State 
does little more than select the chiefs. 
I am speaking of the regular course of 
their administration; for the will of 
the master of course detennines many 
jof their particular acts. 

The governments which have been 
fsmarkable in history for sustained 
mental ability and vigour in the con- 
duct of affiiirs, have generally been 
aristocracies. But they have been, 
ivithout any exception, aristosracies of 



Eublic functionaries. The ruling bodies 
ave been so narrow, that each men^ 
her, or at least each influential member, 
of the body, was able to make, and did 
make, public business an active pro- 
fession, and the principal occupation of 
his life. The only aristocracies which 
have manifested high governing capa- 
cities, and acted on steady maxims of 
policy, through many^generations, are 
those of Rome and Venice. But, at 
Venice, though the privileged order 
was numerous, the actual management 
of affairs was rigidly concentrated in 
a small oligarchy within the oligarchy, 
whose whole lives were devoted to the 
study and conduct of the affairs of the 
state. The Roman government par- 
took more of the character of an open 
aristocracy like our own. But the 
really governing body, the Senate, was 
in general exclusively composed of 
persons who had exercised public func- 
tions, and had either already filled or 
were looking forward to fill the higher 
offices of the state, at the peril of a 
severe responsibili^ in case of incapa- 
city and failure. When once members 
of the Senate, their lives were pledged 
to the conduct of public affairs ; they 
were not permitted even to leave Italy 
except in the discharge of some publio 
trust ; and unless turned out of the 
Senate by the censors for character or 
conduct deemed disgraceful, they re- 
tained their powers and responsibilities 
to the end of life^ In an aristocracy 
thus constituted, every member felt his 
personal importance entirely bound up 
with the dignity and estimation of the 
commonwealth which he administered, 
and with the part he was able to play 
in its councils. This dignity and esti 
matidn were q^uite different things 
from the prosperity or happiness of the 
general body of tne citizens, and were 
often wholly incompatible with it. But 
they were closely Imked with the ex- 
ternal success and aggrandizement of 
the Statf and it was, consequently, 
in the pursuit of that object almost 
exclusively, that either the Roman 
or the Venetian aristocracies mani- 
fested the systematically wise colleo- 
tive policy, and the great individual 
capacities £or govemmenti for which 
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kigtoiy bM deseryedly given them 
credit. 

It thm appears that the only go- 
vernments, not represeiitative, in 
which high political skill and ability 
have been other than^ exceptional, 
whether under monarchical or aristo- 
cratic forms, have been essentially 
bureaucracies. The work of govern- 
ment has been in the hands of ^ gover- 
nors by profession; which is the 
essence and meaning of bureaucracy. 
Whether the work is done by them 
because they have been trained to it, 
or they are trained to it because it is 
to be done by them, makes a great 
difference in many respects, but none 
at all as to the essential character of 
the rule. Aristocracies, on the other 
hand, like that of £ngland, in which 
the class who possessed the power de- 
rived it merely from their social posi- 
tion, without teing specially trained or 
devoting themselves exclusively to it 
(and in which, therefore, the power 
was not exercised directly, but through 
representative institutions oUgarchi- 
cally constituted) have been, in respect 
to intellectual endowments, much on a 
par with democracies; that is, they 
nave manifested such qualities in any 
considerable degree, only, during the 
temporary ascendancy which great and 
popular talents, united with a distin- 
guished position, have given to some 
one man. Themistocles and Pericles, 
Washington and Jefferson, were not 
more completelj^ exceptions in their 
several democracies, ana were assuredly 
much more splendid exceptions, than 
the Chathams and Peels of the^repre- 
sentative aristocracy of Great Britain, 
or even the Sullys and Colberts of the 
aristocratic monarchy of France. A 
great minister, in the aristocratic 
governments of modem Europe, is 
almost as rare a phenomenon as a 
great king. 

The comparison, therefore, as to the 
Intellectual attributes of a government, 
has to. be made between a representa- 
hve democracy and a bureaucracy : all 
ether governments may be left out of 
the account. And here it must be ac- 
knowledged that a bureaucratic go- 
^mment has, in some important re- { 



spects, greatly the advantage. It 
accumulates experience; acquires well- 
tried and well-considered traditiooal 
maxims, and makes provision for ap- 
propriate practical knowledge in those 
who have the actual conduct of affairs. 
But it is not equally favourable to in- 
dividual energy of mind. The disease 
which afflicts bureaucratic govern- 
ments, and which they usually die o^ 
is routine. They perish by tlie immu- 
tability of their maxims; and, stiU 
more, by the universal law that what- 
ever becomes a routine loses its vital 
principle, and having no longer a mind 
acting within it, goes on revolving me- 
chanically though the work it is in> 
tended to do remains undone. A 
bureaucracy always tends to become a 
pedantocracy. When the bureaucracy 
IS the real government, the spirit of the 
corps (as with the Jesuits) bears down 
the individuality of its more distin- 
guished members. In the profession 
of government, as in other professions^ 
the sole idea of the majonty is to do 
what they have been taught ; and it 
requires a popular government to enable 
the conceptions of the man of original 
genius among them, to prevail over the 
obstructive spirit of tramed mediocrity. 
Only in a popular government (settine 
apart the accident of a highly intelh- 
gent despot) could Sir Rowland HiU 
have been victorious over the Post 
Office. A popular government instaDed 
him in the^Post Office, and made the 
body, in spite of itself, obey the impulse 
given by the man who united special 
knowledge with individual vigour and 
originality. That the Roman aristo- 
cracy escaped this characteristic dis- 
ease of a bureaucracy, was evidentlr 
owing to its popular elenaent. Au 
special offices, botn those which gave 
a seat in the Senate and those which 
were sought by senators, were conferred 
by popular election. The Russian go- 
vernment is a characteristic exemplifi- 
cation of both the good and bad side 
of bureaucracy: its fixed maxims, 
directed with Roman perseverance to 
the same unflinchingly-pursued ends 
irom age to affe ; the remarkable skill 
with which tnose ends are generaUj 
pursued ; the frightful internal ccorup* 
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tioa, and the permanent organized 
hostility to improvements from without, 
which even the antocratic power of a 
vigorous-minded Emperor is seldom or 
never sufficient to overcome ; the 
patient obstructiveness of the body 
being in the long run more than a 
match for the. fitful energy of one man. 
The Chinese Government, a bureau- 
cracy of Mandarins, is, as far as known 
to us, another apparent example of the 
same oualities and defects. 

It all human affairs, conflicting in- 
fluences are required, to keep one 
another alive and efficient even for 
their own proper uses ; and the exclu- 
sive pursuit of one^ good object, apart 
from some other which should accom- 
pany it, ends not in excess of one and 
defect of the other, but in the decay 
and loss even of that which has been 
exclusivelv cared for. Government by 
trained officials cannot do, for a coun- 
try, the things which can be done by a 
free government ; but it might be sup- 
posed capable of doing some things 
which free government, of itself, cannot 
do. We find, however, that an outside 
element of freedom is necessary to 
enable it to do effectually or perma- 
nently even its own business. And so, 
also, freedom cannot produce its best 
effects, and often breaks down alto- 
gether, unless means can be found of 
combining it with trained and skilled 
administration. There could not be a 
moment's hesitation between represen- 
tative government, among a people in 
any degree ripe for it, and the most 
perfect imaginable bureaucracv. But 
it is, at the same time, one of the most 
important ends of political institutions, 
to attain as many of the qualities of 
the one as are consistent with the 
other ; to secure, as far as they can be 
made compatible, the great advantage 
of the conduct of affairs by skilled per- 
sons, bred to it as an intellectual pro 
fsssion, along with that of a general 
eontrol vested in, and seriously exer- 
cised by, bodies representative of the 
entire people. Much would be done 
towards this end by recognising the 
line of separation, discussed in the 
preceding chapter, between the work 
af govermnei(t properly so '^^Ued, 



which can only be well performed afte- 
special cultivation, and that of select- 
ing, watching, and, when needful, com 
trolling the governors, which in this 
case, as in others, properly devolves, 
not on those who do the work, but on 
those for whose benefit it ought to be 
done. No progress at all can be made 
towanls obtaining a skilled democracy, 
unless the democracy are willing that 
the work which requires skill snould 
be done bj^ those who possess it. A 
democracv has enough to do in provid- 
ing itself with an amount of mental 
competency sufficient for its own pro- 
per work, that of superintendence and 
check. - 

How to obtain and secure this 
amount, is one of the questions to be 
taken into consideration in judging of 
the proper constitution of a representa- 
tive body. In proportion as its com- 
position fails to secure this amount, the 
assembly will encroach, by special acts, 
on the province of the executive ; it will 
expel a good, or elevate and uphold a 
bad, ministry; it will connive at, or 
overlook, in them, abuses of trust, wiD 
be deluded by their false pretences, or 
will withhold support from those who 
endeavour to fulfil their trust conscien- 
tiously ; it will countenance, or impose, 
a selfish, a capricious and impulsive, a 
short-sighted, ignorant, and prejudiced 
general policy, foreign and domestic ; 
it will abrogate good laws, or enact bad 
ones, let in new evils, or cling with 
perverse obstinacy to old ; it will even, 
perhaps, under misleading impulses, 
momentary or permanent, emanating 
from itself or from its constituents, 
tolerate or connive at proceedings 
which set law aside altogether, in cases 
where equal justice would not be agree- 
able to popular feeling. Such are 
among the dangers of representative 
government, arismg from a constitution 
of the representation which does not 
secure an adequate amount of intelli- 
gence and knowledge in the represen- 
tative assembly. 

We next proceed to the evils arising 
from the prevalence of modes of action 
in the representative body, dictated by 
funister interests (to employ the useftil 
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pbrase fntrodiiced b^ Bentham), that 
u, intereatB conflicting more or less 
urith Uie general good of the comm1^ 

nity. 

It is fmiTersally admitted, that, of 
the evilB incident to monarchical and 
aristocratic governments, a lai^ pro- 
portion arise from this cause. The in- 
terest of the monarch, or the interest 
of the aristocracy, either collective or 
that of its individual members, is pro- 
moted, or they themselves think that it 
wiU be promoted, by conduct opposed 
to that which the j^neral interest of 
the community requires. The interest, 
for example, of the government is to 
tax heavily : that of the community is, 
to be as little taxed as the necessary 
expenses of good government permit. 
The interest of the kin^, and of the 
governing aristocracy, is to possess, 
and exercise, unlimited power over the 
people ; to enforce, on their part, com- 
plete conformity to the will and pre- 
lerences of the rulers. The interest of 
the people is, to have as little control 
exercised over them in any respect, as 
is consistent with attaining the legiti- 
mate ends of government. The inte- 
rest, or apparent and supposed interest, 
of the king or aristociacy, is to permit 
no censure of themselves, at least in 
any form which the^ may consider 
either to threaten their power, or seri- 
ously to interfere with their free agency. 
The interest of the people is that there 
should be fuU liberty of censure on 
every public officer, and on eveiy public 
act or measure. The interest of a 
ruling class, whether in an aristocracy 
or an aristocratic monarchy, is to as- 
•ume to themselves an endless variety 
of unjust ' ivileges, sometimes bene- 
fiting their pockets at the expense of 
the people, sometimes merely tending 
to eiuklt them above others, or, what is 
the same thing in different words, to 
degrade others below themselves. If 
the people are disaffected, which under 
such a government they are verv likely 
to be, it is the interest of the ting or 
aristocracy to keep them at a low level 
of intelligence and education, foment 
dissensions among them, and even pre- 
vent them from being too well off, lest 
tbej shoold "wax &t, and Idck;" 



agreeably to the manm of Cai 
Richelieu in his celebrated * Testament 
Politique.* All these things are for the 
interest of a king or aristocracy, in a 
purely selfish point of view, unless a 
sufficiently strong counter-interest is 
created by the fear of provoking resist- 
ance. All these evils have been, and 
many of them still are, produced by 
the sinister interests of kings and aris- 
tocracies, where their power is suffi- 
cient to raise them above the opinion 
of the rest of the community ; nor is it 
rational to expect, as the consequence 
of such a position, any other conduct 

These things are superabundantly 
evident in the case of a monarchy or 
an aristocracy; but it is sometimes 
rather ^atm'tously assumed, that the 
same kmd of injurious influences do 
not operate in a democracy. Looking 
at democracy in the way in which it is 
commonly ponceived. as the rule of the 
numerical majority, it is surely possible^ 
that the ruling power may be under 
the dominion of sectional or class inte- 
rests, pointing to conduct different from 
that which would be dictated by im- 
partial regard for the interest of alL 
Suppose the minority to be whites, the 
minority negroes, or vice versA: is it 
likely uiat the majority would allow 
equal Justice to the minority ? Sup* 
pose the majority Catholics, the mino- 
rity Protestants, or the reverse; will 
there not be the same danger ? Or let 
the majority be English^ the minority 
Irish, or the contrary : is there not a 
great probability of similar evil ? In 
all countries there is a minority of poor, 
a minority who, in contradistinction, 
may be called rich. Between these 
two classes, on many questions, ther^e 
is complete opposition of apparent in- 
terest. We will suppose the majority 
sufficiently intelligent to be aware that 
it is not for their advantage to weaken 
the security of property, and that it 
would be weakened oy any act of arbi- 
trary spoliation. But is there not a 
considerable danger lest they should 
throw upon the possessors of what it 
called realized property, and upon the 
large**- incomes, an unfair share, or even 
the whole, of the burden of iAxatioUi 
and having done so, add to the amount 






OP REPRESENTATIVE GOVERNMENT. 



49 



without scruple, expending the pro- 
ceeds iD modes supposed to conduce to 
the profit and advantage of the labour- 
ing class? Suppose, again, a minority 
of skilled labourers, a majority of un- 
skilled : the experience of many Trade 
Unions, unless they are greatly calum- 
niated, justifies the apprehension that 
equality of earnings might be imposed 
as an obligation, and that piecework, 
payment by the hour, and all practices 
which enable superior industry or abi- 
lities to gain a superior reward, might 
be put down. Legislative attempts to 
raise wages, limitation of competition 
in the labour market, taxes or restric- 
'tions on machinery, and on improve- 
ments of all kinds tending to dispense 
with any of the existing labomr— -even, 
perhaps, protection of the home pro- 
ducer against foreign industry — are 
very natural (I do not venture to say 
whether probablej resulter of a feeh'ng 
of class mterest m a governing miyo- 
fity of manual labourers. 

it will be said that none of these 
things are for the real interest of the 
most numerous class : to which I 
answer, that if the conduct of human 
beings was determined by no other in- 
terested considerations than those 
which constitute their ' real ' interest, 
neither monarchy nor oligarchy would 
be such bad governments as they are ; 
for assuredly very strong arguments 
may be, and o^en have been, adduced 
to show that either a king or a govern- 
ing senate are in much the most envi- 
able position, when ruling justly and 
vigilantly over an active, wealthy, en- 
U^tened, and high-minded people. 
But a king only now and then, and an 
oligarchv m no known instance, have 
taken this exalted view of their self- 
interest : and why should we expect a 
loftier mode of thinking from the la- 
bouring classes ? It is not what their 
hiterest is, but what they suppose it to 
be, that is the important consideration 
with respect to their conduct : and it is 
quite conclusive against any theory of 
government, that it assumes the nume- 
rical majority to do habitually what is 
never done, nor expected to be done, 
save in very exceptional cases, by any 
^er depositaries of power^-samely^ 



to direct their conduct by their real 
ultimate interest, in opposition to their 
immediate and apparent interest. No 
one, surely, can aoubt that many of 
the pernicious measures above enume- 
rated, and many others as bad, would 
be for the immediate interest of the 
general body of unskilled labourers. 
It is quite possible that they would be 
for the selfish interest of the whole 
existing generation of the class. The 
relaxation of indtistry and ai tivity, and 
diminished encouragement to saving, 
which would be their ultimate conse- 
quence, might perhaps be little felt by 
the class of unskillea labourers in the 
space of a single life-time. Some of 
the most fatal changes in human affairs 
have been, as to tneir more manifest 
immediate effects, beneficial. The es- 
tablishment of the despotism of the 
CsBsars was a great benefit to the entire 
generation in which it took place. It 
put a stop to civil war, abated a vast 
amount o? malversation and tyranny 
by praetors and proconsuls ; it fostered 
many of the graces of life, and intellec- 
tual cultivation in all departments not 
political; it produced monuments of 
uterary genius dazzliiig to the imagi- 
nations of shallow readers of history, 
who do not reflect that the men to 
whom the despotism of Augustus (as 
well as of Lorenzo de* Medici and of 
Louis XIV.) owes its brilliancy, were 
all formed in the generation preceding. 
The accumulated riches, and the mental 
energy and activity, produced by cen- 
turies of freedom, remained for the 
benefit of the first generation of slaves. 
Yet this was the commencement of a 
rigime by whose gradual operation all 
the civilization wmch had been gained, 
insensibly faded away, until the Empire 
which had conquered and embraced the 
world in its grasp, so completely lost 
even its military efficiency, that in- 
vaders whom three or four legions 
had always sufiSced to coerce, were 
able to overrun and occupy nearly thd 
whole of its vast territory. The fresh 
impulse ^ven by Christianity came 
but just m time to save arts and let- 
ters from perishing, and the human 
race from sinking hack into perhaps 
endless night. 
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When we talk of the interest of a 
body of men, or even of an individual 
man, as a principle determining their 
actions, the question what would he 
couKidered their interest by an unpre- 
judiced ohserver, is one of the least 
important parts of the whole matter. 
As Coleridge observ«i, the man makes 
the motive, not ine motive the man. 
What it is the man*s interest to do or 
fefrain from, depends less on any out- 
ward circumstances, than upon what 
fort of man he is. If you wish to know 
what is practicably a man's interest, 
you must know the cast of his habitual 
feelings and thoughts. Everybody has 
two kinds of interests, interests which 
he cares for, and interests which he 
does not care for. Everybody has 
selfish and unselfish interests, and a 
selfish man has cultivated the habit of 
caring for the former, and not caring 
for the latter. Every one has present 
and distant interests, and the improvi- 
dent man is he who cares for the pre- 
sent interests and does not care for the 
distant. It matters little that on any 
correct calculation the latter ma^ be 
the more considerable, if the habits of 
his mind lead him to fix his thoughts 
and wishes solely on the former. It 
would be vain to attempt to persuade a 
man who beats his wife and illtreats 
his children, that he would be happier 
if he lived in love and kindness with 
khem. He would be happier if he were 
the kind of person who could so live ; 
but he is not, and it is probably too 
late for him to become, tliat kind of 
person. Being what he is, the gratifi- 
cation of his love of domineering, and 
the indulgence of his ferocious temper, 
are to his perceptions a greater good 
to himself, than he would be capable 
of deriving from the pleasure and afiec- 
tion of those depenaent on him. He 
has no pleasure in their pleasure, and 
does not care for their affection. His 
neighbour, who does, is probably a 
happier man than he ; but could he be 
persuaded of this, the persuasion wotild, 
most likely, only still further exaspe- 
rate his malignity or his irritability. 
On the average, a person who cares for 
other peojple, for 1i>h country, or for 
maTikiud, is a happier man than one 



who does not ; hnt of what use is it ttt 
preach this doctrine to a mau who cares 
for nothing but his own ease, or his 
own pocket? He cannot care for other 
people if he would. It is like preach- 
mg to the worm who crawls on the 
ground, how much better it would-be 
for him if he were an ea^Ie. '*' 

Now it is an universally ohserved 
fact, that the two evil dispositions in 
question, the disposition to prefer a 
man's selfish interests to those which 
he shares with other people, and his 
immediate and direct interests to those 
which are indirect and remote, are 
characteristics most especially called 
forth and fostered by the possession of 
power. The moment a man, or a class 
of men, find themselves with power in 
their hands, the man's individual inte- 
rest, or the class's separate interest, 
acquires an entirely new degree of im- 
portance in their eyes. Finding them- 
selves worshipped bv others, tney be- 
come worshippers of themselves, and 
think themselves entitled to be counted 
at a hundred times the value of other 
people ; while the facilitv they acquire 
of doing as thev like without regard to 
consequences, msensibly weakens the 
habits which make men look forward 
even to such consequences as affect 
themselves. This is the meaning of 
the universal tradition, grounded on 
universal experience, of men's being 
corrupted by power. Every one knows 
how absurd it would he to infer from 
what a man is or does when in a pri- 
vate station, that he will be and do 
exactly the like when a despot on a 
throne; where the bad parts of hit 
human nature, instead of being re* 
strained and kept in subordination by 
every circumstance of his life and by 
every person surrounding him, are 
couiited by all persons, and ministered 
to by all circumstances. It would he 
quite as ahsurd to entertain a similar 
expectation in regard to a class of men ; 
the Demos, or any other. Let them ho 
ever so modest and amenable to reason 
while there is a power over them 
stronger than they, we ought to expect 
a total change in this respect when 
they themselves become the ttrongesi 
pow^. 
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Governments must be made for 
human beings as they are, or as they 
are capable of speedily becoming : and 
in any state of cultivation which man- 
kind, or any class among them, have 
yet attained, or are likely soon to 
attain, the interests by which they 
will be led, when they are thinking 
only of self-interest, will be almost ex- 
clusively those which are obvious at 
first sight, and which operate on their 
present condition. It is only a dis- 
mterested regard for others, and espe- 
cially for what comes after them, for 
the idea of ^steritv, of their country, 
or of mankmd, whether funded on 
sympathy or on a conscientious feeling, 
which ever directs the minds and pur- 
poses of classes or bodies of men to- 
wards distant or unobvious interests. 
And it cannot be maintained that anv 
form of government would be rational, 
which required as a cccdition that 
these exalted principles of action 
should be the gmding and master mo- 
tives in the conduct of average human 
beings. A certain amount of con- 
tcience, and of disinterested public 
[spirit, may fairly be calculated on in 
tne citizens of any commimity ripe for 
^P'-esentative government. But it 
rould be ridiculous to expect such a 
legree of it, combined with such intel- 
ictvLsA discernment, as would be proof 
against any plausible fallacy tending 
make that which was for tneir class 
Jterest appear the dictate of justice 
ind tf the general good. We all know 
what specious fallacieg ma;y^ be urged 
in defence of every act of injustice yet 
proposed for the imaginary benefit of 
the mass. We know how many, not 
otherwise fools or bad men^ have 
thought it iustifiable to repudiate the 
national debt. We know now many, 
not destitute of ability, and of consi- 
derable popular influence, think it fair 
*o throw the whole burthen of taxa- 
tion upon savings, under the name of 
realized propertv, allowing those whose 
progenitors and themselves have al- 
ways spent all they received, to re- 
main, as a reward for such exemplary 
conduct, wholly untaxed. We Know 
what powerful arguments^ the more 
dangerous becatise there is a portion 



of truth in them, may be brought 
against all inheritance, against the 
power of bequest, against every advau< 
tage which one person seems to have 
over another. We know how easily 
the uselessness of almost every branch 
of knowledge may be proved, to the 
^complete satisfaction of those who do 
not possess it. How many, not alto- 
gether stupid men, think the scientific 
study of languages useless, think 
ancient literature useless, all erudition 
useless, logic and metaphysics useless, 
poetry and the fine arts idle and frivo- 
lous, political economy purely mis- 
chievous? Even history has been 
pronounced useless and mischievous by 
able men. Nothing but that acquaint- 
ance with external nature, empiricailj 
acquired, which serves directly for the 
production of objects necessary to 
existence or agreeable to the senses, 
would get its utility recognised if 
people had the least encouragement to 
disbelieve it. Is it reasonable to think^ 
that even much more cultivated minds 
than those of the numerical majority 
can be expected to be, will have so 
delicate a conscience, and so just an 
appreciation of what is against theif 
own apparent interest, that they wiif 
reject these and the innumerable othet 
fallacies which will press in upon them 
from all quarters as soon as they come 
into power, to induce them to follow 
their own selfish inclinations and 
short-sighted notions of their own 
good, in opposition to justice, at the 
expense of all other classes and of pos- 
terity ? 

One of the greatest dangers, there- 
fore, of democracy, as of all other forms 
of government, lies in the sinister 
interest of the holders of power : it is 
the danger of class legislation; of 
government intended mr. (whether 
really effecting it or not) the imme- 
diate benefit of the dominant class, to 
the lasting detriment of the whole. 
And one of the most important ques- 
tions demanding consideration, in de- 
termining the best constitution of a 
representative government, is how to 
provide efficacious Becurities against 
this evil. 

If we consider as a class, political^ 
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•peaking, any nnmber of persons who 
have the same sinister interest, —that 
is, whose direct and apparent interest 
points towards the same description of 
Dad measures; the desirable olject 
would be that no class, and no com- 
bination of classes likely to combine, 
should be able to exercise a prepon- 
derant influence in the government. 
A modem community, not divided 
within itself by strong antipathies of 
race, language, or nationalit^p^, ma^ be 
considered as in the main divisible into 
two sections, which, in spite of partial 
variations, correspond on the whole 
Inth two divergent directions of appa- 
rent interest. Let ns call them ^in 
brief general terms) labourers on tne 
one hand, employers of labour on the 
other: including however along with 
employers of labour, not only retired 
capitalista, and the possessors of in- 
herited wealth, but all that hie^hly 
paid description of labourers ^sucn as 
the professions) whose education and 
way of life assimilate them with the 
ricn, and whose prospect and ambi- 
tion it is to raise themselves into that 
class. With the labourers, on the 
vther hand, may be ranked those 
mialler employers of labour, who by 
interests, habits, and educational im- 
pressions, are assimilated in wishes, 
tastes, and objects to the labouring 
classes; comprehending a large pro- 
portion of petty tradesmen. In a state 
of society thus composed, if the repre- 
sentative system could be made ideally 
perfect, and if it were possible to main- 
tain it in that state, its organization 
must be such, that these two classes, 
manual labourers and their affinities 
on one side^ employers of labour and 
their affinities on the other, should be, 
in the arrangement of the representa- 



tive system, equally balanoed, each 
influencing about an e()ual number of 
votes in Parliament: smce, assuming 
that the minority of each class, in any 
difference between them, would m 
mainly governed by their class inte- 
rests, there would be a minority of 
each in whom that consideration would 
be subordinate to reason, justice, and 
the ^ood of the whole; and this 
minonty of either, joining with the 
whole of the other, would turn the 
scale against any demands of their owi 
majority which were not such as ought 
to prevail The reason why, in any 
tolerably constituted society, justice 
and the general interest mostly in the 
end carry their point, is that the sepa- 
rate and selfish interests of mankmd 
are almost always divided ; some are 
interested in what is wrong, but some, 
also, have their private interest on tho 
side of what is ri^t : and those who 
are governed by higher considerations, 
though too few and weak to prevail 

Xinst the whole of the others, usually 
r sufficient discussion and agitation 
become strong enough to turn tha 
balance in favour of the body of private 
interests which is on the same side 
with them. The representative sys- 
tem ou^ht to be so constituted as to 
maintain this state of things : it ought 
not to allow any of the various sec- 
tional interests to be so powerful as to 
be capable of prevailing against truUi 
and justice and the other secticmal 
interests combined. There ought al- 
ways to be such a balance preserved 
among personal interests, as may ren- 
der any one of them dependent for its 
successes, on carrying with it at least 
a large proportion of those who act cm 
higher motives, and more comprehen* 
sive and distant views. 
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fi has been seen, that the dangers in- 
cident to a representative democracy 
are of two kinds: danger of a low 
grade of intelligence in the representa- 
tire body, and in the popular opinion 
which controls it ; and danger of class 
legislation on the part of the nnmerical 
majority, these being all composed of 
the same class. We have next to 
consider, how far it is possible so to 
organize the democracy, as, without 
interfering materially with the charac- 
teristic benefits of democratic govern- 
ment, to do away with these two great 
evils, or at least to abate them, in the 
utmost degree attainable by human 
iontrivaiice. 

The common mode of attempting 
this is b^ limiting the democratic cha- 
racter of the representation, through a 
more or lest restricted sufirage. But 
there is a previous consideration which, 
dnly kept in view, considerably modi- 
fies the circumstances which are sup- 
posed to render each a restriction 
necessary. A completely equal de- 
mocracy, in a nation in which a single 
class composes the numerical ma- 
jority, cannot be divested of certain 
evils ; but those evils are greatly ag- 
gravated by the fact, that the demo- 
cracies which at present exist are not 
equal, but systematically unequal in 
&vour of the predominant class. Two 
▼ery different ideas are usually con- 
founded under the name democracy. 
The pure idea of democracy, according 
to its definition, is the government of 
the whole people bv the whole people, 
equally represented. \Deniocracy as 
commonly conceived and hitherto prac- 
tised, is the government of tho whole 
people by a mere majority of the 
neople, exclusively represented.^ The 
former is synonymous with the equality 
•f all citizens; the latter, strangely 
confounded, with it, is a government of 
frivikge, in &voar of the numerical 



majority, who alone possess practically 
any voice in the State. Tnis is the 
inevitable consequence of the manner 
in which the votes are now taken, 
to the complete disfranchisement of 
minorities. 

The confusion of ideas here is great, 
but it is so easily cleared up, that one 
would suppose the slightest indication 
would be sufficient to place the matter 
in its true light before any mind of 
average intelligence. It would be so, 
but for the power of habit ; owin^ to 
which the simplest idea, if unfamiliar, 
has as ^at difficulty in making its 
way to tne mind as a far more couipli- 
cated one. That the minority must 
yield to the majority, the smaller 
number to the ^ater, is a familiar 
idea ; and accordingly men think there 
is no necessity for using their minds 
any further, and it does not occur to 
them that there is any medium be- 
tween allowing the smaller number to 
be equally powerful with the greater, 
and blotting out the smaller number 
altogether. In a representative body 
actually deliberating, the minority 
must of course be overruled ; and in an 
equal democracy (since the opinions of 
the constituents, when they insist on 
them, determine those of the represen- 
tative body) the mtyority of the 
people, through their representatives, 
will outvote and prevail over ^ the 
minority and their representatives. 
But does it follow that the minority 
should have no representatives at all ? 
Because the majority ought to prevail 
over the minority, must the majority 
have all the votes, the minority none r 
Is it necessary that the minority should 
not even* be heard? Nothing but 
habit and old association can reconcile 
any reasonable being to -the needless 
injustice. In a really equal demo- 
cracy, every or any section would be 
represented, not disproportionately, but 
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propordoiiatelj. A minority of the 
electors would alwaji have a minority 
of the repretentatives ; bat a minoritj 
of the electon would always have a 
minoritj of the representatives. Man 
for man, they would be as fiilly repre- 
sented as the majority. Unless tiiey 
are, there is not equal government, 
but a government of inequality and 
privilege : one part of the people rule 
aver the rest: there is a part whose 
£»ir and equal share of influence in the 
representation is withheld from them ; 
contrary to all just government, but 
above aD, contrary to the principle of 
democracy, which professes equality 
as its very root and foundation. 

The iigustice and violation of prin- 
ciple are not less flagrant because 
those who suffer by them are a mi- 
nority ; for there is not equal suflrage 
where every single individual does not 
count for as much as any other single 
individual in the community. But it 
is not only a minority who suffer. 
Democracy, thus constituted, does not 
even attain its ostensible object, that 
of giving the powers of government in 
all cases to the niunericai majoiity. It 
does something very different : it gives 
them to a majority of the miy'ority; 
who may be, and often are, but a 
minority of the whole. All principles 
are most eflectually tested by extreme 
cases. Suppose then, that, in a 
country governed by equal and uni- 
versal suflrage, there is a contested 
election in every constituency, and every 
election is earned by a small majority. 
The Parliament thus brought together 
represents little more tlmn a bare ma- 
jority of the people. This Parliament 
proceeds to legislate, and adopts import- 
ant measures by a bar$ majority of i < self. 
What guarantee is there that these 
measures accord with the wishes of a 
majority of the people ? Nearly half 
the electors, having been outvoted at 
the hustings, have Lad no influence at 
all in the decision ; and the whole of 
these may be, & majority of them pro- 
bably are, hostile to the measures, 
having voted against those by whom 
the;r have been carried. Of the re- 
maining electors, nearly half have 
chosen representatives who, by sup- 



position, have voted against the meiu 
sures. It is possible, therefore, and 
not at all improbable, that the opinion 
which has prevailed was agreeable only 
to a minority of the nation, though a 
majority of that portion of it, vniom 
the institutions ot the country have 
erected into a ruling class. K demo- 
cracy means the certain ascendancy of 
the majority, there are no means of in- 
suring that, but by allowing every in- 
dividual figure to toll equally in the 
Slimming ap. Any minority left ont, 
either purposely or by the play of the 
machinery, gives the power not to the 
majority, but to a nunority in some 
other part of the scale. 

The only answer which can ponsiblj 
be made to this reasoning is, that as 
different opinions predominate in differ- 
ent localities, the opinion which is in a 
minority in some places has a majority 
in others, and on the whole eveiy 
opinion which exists in the constituen* 
cies obtains its fair share of voices 
in the representation. And this is 
roughly true in the present stato of the 
constituency ; if it were not, the dis- 
cordance of the House with the general 
sentiment of the countij would soon 
become evident. But it would be no 
longer true if the present constitu- 
ency were much enlar^d; still less, 
if made co-extensive with the whole 
population; for m that case the ma- 
jority in every locality would consist of 
manual labourers; and when there 
was any question pending, on which 
these classes were at issue with the 
rest of the community, no other class 
could succeed in getting represented 
anywhere. Even now, is it not a great 
gnevance, that in every Parliament a 
very numerous portion of the elector^ 
willing and anxious to be represented, 
have no member in the Jnouse for 
whom they have voted ? Is it just that 
every elector of Marylebone is obliged 
to be representod by two nominees of 
the vestries, every elector of Finsbury 
or Lambeth by tnose (as is generallj 
believed^ of the publicans? The con- 
stituencies to which most of the highlj 
educated and public spirited persons in 
the country belong tnose of the large 
towns, are now, m great part, either 



REPRESENTATION OE MINORITIES. 



65 



BBrepresented or misrepresented. The 
electors who are on a different side in 
party politics from the local majority, 
are unrepresented. Of those \dio are on 
the same side, a lar^e proportion are 
misrepresented ; haying heen obliged 
to accept the man who had the greatest 
number of supporters in their political 
party, thoi^h his opinions may differ 
from theirs on every other point. The 
state of things is, in some respects, 
even worse than if the minority were 
not allowed to vote at all ; for then, at 
least the majority might have a mem- 
ber who would represent their own 
best mind : wbilo now, the necessity of 
not dividing the party, for fear of let- 
ting in its opponents, induces all to 
Tote either for the first person who pre- 
sents himself wearing their colours, or 
for the one brought forward by their 
local leaders; and these, if we pay 
them the compliment, which they very 
seldom deserve, of supposing their 
choice to be unbiassed by their per- 
sonal interests, are compelled, Uiat 
they may be sure of mustering their 
whole strength, to bring forward a can- 
didate whom none of the party will 
strongly object to — that is,^ a man 
without any distinctive peculiarity, 
any known opinions except the shio- 
boieth of the party. This is strikingly 
exemplified in the United States ; 
where, at the election of President, the 
strongest party never dares put for- 
ward any of its strongest men, oecause 
every one of these, from the mere fact 
that he has been long in the public 
eye, has made himself objectionaole to 
some portion or other of the party, and 
is therefore not so sure a card for rally- 
mg all their votes, as a person who has 
never been heard of by the public at 
aU until he is produced as the candi- 
date. Thus, the man who is chosen, 
even by the strongest party, represents 
perhaps the real wishes only of the 
narrow margi^ by which that party 
outnumbers the other. Any section 
whose support is necessary to success, 
possesses a veto on the candidate. An^ 
section which holds out more obsti< 
nately than the rest, can compel all 
the others to adopt its nominee ; and 
fills superior pertinacity is unhappily 



more likely to be found among those 
who are holding out for their own in- 
terest, than for that of the public. 
The choice of the majority is therefore 
very likely to be determmed by that 
portion of the body who are the most 
timid, the most narrow-minded and 
prejudiced, or who cling most tenaci- 
ously to the exclusive class-interest; 
in which case the electoral rights of the 
minority, while useless for the purposes 
for which votes are given, serve only 
for compelling the majority to accept 
the candidate of the weakest or worst 
portion of themselves. 

That, while recognising these evils, 
many should consider them as the ne- 
cessary price paid for a finee govern- 
ment, is m no way surprising : it was 
the opinion of all the friends of freedom, 
up to a recent period. But the habit oi 
passing them over as irremediable has 
oecome so inveterate, that many per- 
sons seem to have lost the capacity of 
looking at them as things wmch they 
would be glad to remedy if they could. 
From despairing of a cure, there is too 
often but one step to denying the dis- 
ease; and from this foUows dislike 
to having a remedy proposed, as if the 
proposer were creating a mischiet in 
stead of offering relief from one. 
People are so inured to the evils, that 
they feel as if it were unreasonable, if 
not wrong, to complain of them. Yet, 
avoidable or not, he must be a purblind 
lover of liberty on whose mind they do 
not weigh ; who would not rejoice at 
the discovery that they could^ be dis- 
pensed with. Now, nothing is more 
certain, than that the virtual blotting- 
out of the minority is no necessary 
or natural consequence of fi^edom; 
that, far from having any connexion 
with democracy, it is diametrically op- 
posed to the first principle of demo- 
cracy, representation in proportion tQ 
numbBrs. It is an essential part of 
democracy that minorities should be 
adequately represented. No real de- 
mocracy, notmng but a false show ol 
democracy, is possible without it. 

Those who nave seen and felt, is 
somff degree, the force of these coa* 
siderations, have pioposed various ep 
pedients by which the evil may be, k 
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a greater or kas degree, mitigated. 
Lord John Russell, in one of his 
Reform Bills, introduced a proyision, 
that certain constituencies snould re- 
turn three members, and that in these 
each elector should be allowed to vote 
only for two ; and Mr. Disraeli, in the 
recent debates, revived the memory of 
the &ct by^ reproaching him for it; 
being of opinion, apparently, that it 
befits a Conservative statesman to re- 
gard only means, and to disown scora- 
nilly all fellow-feeling with any one 
who is betrayed, even once, into 
thinking of ends.* Others have pro- 
posed that each elector should be al- 
lowed to vote only for one. By either 
of these plans, a minority equalling or 
exceeding a third of the local constitu- 
ency, would be able, if it attempted no 
more, to return one out of three mem- 
bers. The same result might be at- 
tained in a still better way, if, as pro- 
posed in an able pamphlet by Mr. 
James Garth Marshall, the elector re- 
tained his three votes, but was at 
liberty to bestow them all upon the 
same candidate. These schemes, 
though iuBnitely better than none at 
all, are yet but makeshifts, and attain 
the end in a very imperfect manner ; 
since all local minorities of less than a 
third, and att minorities, however nu- 

* This blunder of Bfr. DisraeU (fh>in 
which, greatly to hit credit. Sir John 
Palcington took an opportunity, toon ater, 
of separating himself) is a speaking instance 
among many, how little the ConservatiTe 
leaders understand Conservative principles. 
'M'ithnut presummg to require from political 
parties such an amount of virtue and diraem- 
ment as that they should comprehend, and 
know when to apply, the principles of their 
opponents, we niaj yet say that it would be 
a great Improvement if each party under- 
stood and acted upon its own. Well would 
it be for England if Conservatives voted con- 
sistently for everything conservative, and 
laberals for everything liberal We should 
not then have to wait lung for things which, 
lil<e the present and many other great mea- 
rares, are eminently both the one and the 
other. The ConsiTvaiives, as being by the 
law of their existence the stupnlcst party, 
have much ihe greatest sins of this descrip- 
fcion to answer fbr : and it Is a melancholy 
truth, that if any measure were proposed, on 
any subject, truly, largely, and far-sightedly 
conservative, even if Liberals were willing to 
voce for It, the great bulk of the Conserva- 
tive party would rush blindly in and prevent 
It firom being earricd. 



merous, which are made up from 
several constituencies, would remain 
unrepresented. It is much to be la^ 
mented, however, that none of these 
plans have been carried into effect, as 
any of them would have reooffuised the 
right principle, and preparea the way 
for its more complete applicatian. 
But real eouality of representation is 
not obtainea, unless any set of electors 
amounting to the average number of 
a constituency, wherever in the 
country they happen to reside, have 
the power of combining with one 
another to return a rei>resentative. 
This degree of perfection in represen- 
tation appeared impracticable, until a 
man of great capacity, fitted alike for 
large general views and for the con- 
trivance of practical details — Mr. 
Thomas Hare — had proved its possi- 
bility by^ drawing up a scheme tor ita 
accomplishment, emoodied in a Draft 
of an Act of Parliament: a scheme 
which has the almost unparalleled 
merit, of carrying out a great principle 
of government in a manner approach 
ing to ideal perfection as regards the 
special object in view, while it attains 
incidentally several other ends, of 
scarcely inferior importance. 

According to this plan, the unit of 
representation, the quota of electors 
who would be entitled to have a mem- 
ber to themselves, would be ascertained 
by the ordinary process of taking ave- 
rages, the number of voters being di- 
vided by the number of seats in the 
House: and every candidate who ob- 
tained that quota would be returned, 
from however ^at a number of locu 
constituencies it might be gathered. 
Tbt} votes would, as at present, be given 
locally; but any elector would be at 
liberty to vote for any candidate, in 
whatever part of the country he might 
offer himself. Those electors, there- 
fore, who did not wish to be repre- 
sented by any of the local candidates^ 
might aid by their vote in the re- 
turn of the person they liked best 
among all those throughout the coim* 
tiy, who had expressed a willingness to 
be chosen. This would, so far, give 
reality to the electoral rights of the 
otherwise virtually disfranchised tai- 
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nority. Bixt it ib important that not 
those alone who refuse to vote for anj 
of the local candidates, but those also 
who vote for one of them and are de- 
feated, should be enabled to find else- 
where the representation which thepr 
have not succeeded in obtaining in their 
own district. It is therefore provided 
that an elector mav deliver a voting 
paper, containing otner names in addi- 
tion to th^ one which stands foremost 
in his preference. His vote would onlj 
be counted for one candidate: but if 
the object of his first choice railed to 
be returned, from not having obtained 
the quota, his second perhaps might 
be more fortunate. He may extend his 
list to a greater number, in the order 
of his preference, so that if the names 
which stand near the top of the list 
either cannot make up the quota, or 
are able to make it up without nis vote, 
the vote may still be used for some one 
whom it may assist in returning. To 
obtain the full number of members re- 
quired to complete the House, as well 
as to prevent very popular candidates 
from engrossing nearly all the sui&ages, 
it is necessary, however many votes a 
candidate may obtain, that no more of 
them than the quota should be counted 
for his return : the remainder of those 
who voted for him would hai^e their 
votes counted for the next person on 
their respective lists who needed them, 
and could by their aid complete the 
auota. To determine which of a can- 
didate's votes should be used for his 
return, and which set free for others, 
several methods are proposed, into which 
we shall not here enter. He would of 
course retain the votes of all those who 
would not otherwise be represented; 
and for the remainder, drawing lots, in 
default of better, would be an unobjec- 
tionable expedient. The voting papers 
would be conveyed to a central office, 
where the votes would be counted, the 
number of first, second, third, and other 
votes given for each candidate ascer- 
tained, and the quota would be allotted 
to every one who could make it up, 
«mtil the number of the House was 
complete ; first votes being preferred to 
iecond, second to third, and so forth. 
The foting pikpen, and all the elements 



of the calculation, would be placed in 
public repositories, accessible to all 
whom they concerned ; and if any one 
who had obtained the quota was not 
dul^ returned, it would be in his power 
easily to prove it. 

These are the main provisions of the 
scheme. For a more minute knowledge 
of its very simple machineiy, I must 
refer to Mr. Hare's * Treatise on the 
Election of Representative£(* (a small 
volume published in 1859),* and to a 
pamphlet bv Mr. Henry Fawcett (now 
Professor of Political Economv in the 
Universi^ of Cambridge), published in 
I860, and! entitled ' Mr. Hare's Refom 
Bin simplified and explained.* Thi* 
last is a very dear and concise exposi- 
tion of the plan, reduced to its simplest 
elements, by the omission of some of 
Mr. Hare's original provisions, which, 
though in themselves beneficial, were 
thought to take more from the 8imp]> 
city of the scheme than they added to 
its practical use^ness. The more 
these works are studied, the stronger, 
I venture to predict, will be the im 
pression of the perfect feasibility of the 
schede, and its transcendent advan- 
tages. Such and so numerous are these, 
that, in my conviction, they place Mr. 
Hare's plan among the very greatest 
improvements vet made in the theory 
and practice of government. 

In the first place, it secures a repre- 
sentation, in proportion to numbers, of 
every division of the electoral body : 
not two great paities alone, with per- 
haps a few large sectional minorities 
in particular places, but every minority 
in the whole nation, consisting of a 
sufficiently large number to be, on prin- 
ciples of equal justice, entitled to a re- 
presentative. Secondly, no elector wouIdL 
as at present, be nominally represented 
bv some one whom he had not chosen. 
Every member of the House would be 
the representative of an unanimous 
constituencv. He would represent a 
thousand electors, or two thousand, or 
five thousand, or ten thousand, as the 
quota might be, every one of whom 
would have not only voted for him, but 

* In a second edition, publislied recently, 
Mr. Hare h«8 made imi)oi*ta»t improvement 
in ^me of the deteiled provision*. 
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•elected him fipom the whole country ; 
not merely from the assortment of two 
or three perhaps rotten oranges, which 
may be the only choice ofiered to him 
in nis local market. Under this rela- 
tion the tie between the elector and the 
representative would be of a strength, 
and a value, of which at present we 
have no experienoe. Every one of the 
electors would be personally identified 
with his representative, and the repre- 
lentative with his constituents. Every 
elector who voted for him, would have 
done so either because, among all the 
candidates for Parliament who are &• 
Tourably known to a certain number of 
electors, he is the one who best ex- 
presses the voter's own opinions, or 
oecause he is one of those whose abili- 
ties and character the voter most re- 
tpects, and whom he most willingly 
^sts to think for him. The member 
would represent persons, not the mere 
bricks and mortar of the town — the 
voters themselves, not a few vestrymen 
or parish notabilities merely. All, how- 
ever, that is worth preserving in the 
representation of places would be pre- 
served. Though the Parliament of the 
nation ought to have as little as pos- 
sible to do with purely local affairs, yet, 
while it has to do with them, there 
ought to be members specially commis- 
sioned to look after the interests of 
eveiy important locality: and these 
there would still be. In every locality 
which could make up the quota within 
itself, the majority would generally 
prefer to be represented by one of them- 
selves ; b^ a person of local knowledge, 
and residing m the locality, if there is 
any such person to be found among the 
candidates, who is otherwise well qua- 
lified to be their representative. It 
would be the minorities chiefly, who 
being unable to return the local mem- 
ber, would look out elsewhere for a can- 
didate likely to obtain other votes in 
addition to their own. 

Of all modes in which a national 
representation can possibly be consti- 
tuted, this one aflfords the best security 
for the^ intellectual qualifications de- 
sirable in the representatives. At pre- 
sentj by universal admission, it is be- 
coming more and more difficult for any 



one, who has onlj talents and chanoteri 
to gain admission into the House of 
Commons. The only persons who can 
^et elected are those who possess local 
mfluence, or make their way by lavish 
expenditure, or who, on the invitation 
of three or four tradesmen or attorneys, 
are sent down by one of the two grnat 
parties from their London dubs, as 
men whose votes the party can depend 
on under all circumstances. On Mr. 
Hare*s system, those who did not like 
the local candidates, or who could not 
succeed in carrying the local candidate 
they preferred, would have the power 
to fill up their voting papers by a se- 
lection from all the persons of national 
reputation, on the list of candidates^ 
with whose general political principlef 
they were in sympathy. Almost every 
person, therefore, who had made him- 
self in any way honourably distin- 
guished, though devoid of local influ- 
ence, and having swOm allegiance to 
no political party, would have a fair 
chance of making up the quota ; and 
with this encouragement such persons 
might be expected to offer themselves, 
in numbers hitherto undreamt of. 
Hundreds of able men of independent 
thought, who would have no chance 
whatever of being chosen by the ma^ 
iority of an3r existing constituency, have 
by tneir writings, or their exertions in 
some field of public usefulness, made 
themselves known and approved by a 
few persons in almost every district of 
the Kingdom ; and if every vote that 
would be given for them in every place 
could he counted for their election, they 
might be able to complete the number 
of the quota. In no other way which 
it seems possible to sugeest, would Par- 
liament be so certain of containing the 
very illte of the countir. 

And it is not solely through the 
votes of minorities that this system of 
election would raise the intellectual 
standard of the House of Commons. 
Majorities would be compelled to look 
out for members of a much higher 
calibre. When the individuals com- 
posing the majority would no longer be 
reduced to Hobson's choice, of either 
voting for the person brought forward 
by their local leaderS| or not voting nt 
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«!1 ; when tlie nominee of the leaders 
iroiild have to epcounter the competi- 
tion not solely of the candidate of the 
minority, hut of all the men of esta- 
blished reputation in the country who 
Were willing to serve ; it would be im- 
possible any longer to foist upon the 
electors the first person who presents 
himself with the catchwords of the 
party in his mouth, and three or four 
thousand pounds in his pocket. The 
majority would insist on navlng a can- 
<Qdate worthy of their choice, or they 
would carry tneir votes somewhere else, 
and the minority woma prevail The 
slavery of the majority to the least 
estimable portion of their number would 
be at an end : the very best and most 
capable of the local notabilities would 
be put forward by preference ; if poft- 
nble, such as were known in some ad- 
vantageous way beyond the locality, 
that tneir local strength might have a 
chance of being fortified by stray votes 
from elsewhere. Constituencies would 
become competitors for the best candi- 
dates, and would vie with one anoth^ 
ia selecting from among the men of 
HDcal knowledge and connexions those 
who were most distinguished in every 
other respect. 

The natural tendency of representa- 
tive government, as of modem civiliza- 
tion, is towards collective mediocrity : 
and this tendency is increased by all 
reductions and extensions of the &an- 
chise, their effect being to^ place the 
principal power in the hands of classes 
more and more below the highest level 
of instruction in the community. But 
though the superior intellects and cha- 
ractere will necessarily be outnumbered, 
it makes a great difference whether or 
not they are heard. In the false demo- 
cracy which, instead of giving repre- 
sentation to all, gives it only to the 
local majorities, the voice of the in- 
structed minority may have no organs 
at all in the representative body. It is 
an admitted fact that in the American 
democracy, which is constructed on 
this faulty model, the highly-cultivated 
members of the commumty, except 
such of them as are willing to sacrifice 
their own opinions and modes of judg- 
iaent| and become the servile mouth- 



pieces of their inferiors in knowledge, 
seldom even offer themselves for Con- 
gress or the State Legislatures, so little 
likelihood have they of beine returned. 
Had a plan like Mr. Hare s by pod 
fortune suggested itself to the enhght- 
ened apd patriotic founders of the 
American Kepubh'c, the Federal and 
State Assemblies would have contained 
many of these distinguished men, and 
democracy would have been spared its 
greatest reproach and one of its most 
lormidable evils. Against this evil the 
system of personal representation, pro- 
posed by Mr. Hare, is almost a specific. 
The minority of instructed minos scat- 
tered through the local constituencies, 
would unite to return a ntunber, pro- 
portioned^ to their own numbers, of the 
very ablest men the country contains. 
They would be under the strongest in- 
ducement to choose such men, since in 
no other mode could they make their 
small numerical strength tell for any- 
thing considerable. The representa- 
tives of the majority, besides that they 
would themselves be improved in quality 
by the operation of the system, would 
no longer have the whole field to them- 
selves. They would indeed outnumber 
the others, as much as the one class of 
electors outnumbers the other in the 
country : they could always outvote 
them, but they would speak and vote 
in their presence, and subject to their 
criticism. When any diff^'rence arose, 
they would have to meet the arguments 
of tiie instructed few, by reasons, at 
least apparently, as cogent ; and since 
they could not, as those do who aro 
speakingto persons already unanimous, 
simply assume that they are in the 
right, it would occasionally happen to 
them to become convincea that they 
were in the wrong. As they would in 
general be well-meaning (for thus much 
may reasonably be expected from a 
fairly-chosen national representation), 
their own minds would be insensibnr 
raised by the influence^ of the minds 
with which they were in contact, or 
even in conflict. The champions of 
unpopular doctrines would not put forth 
their arguments merely in books and 
periodicals, read only by their own 
side ; the opposing ranks would meet 
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hc9 to fhce and band to hand, and 
there would be a fair comparison of 
tbeir intellectual strength, in the pre- 
tence of the country. It would tnen 
be found out whether the opinion which 
prevailed by counting Totes, would also 
prevail if the votes were weighed as 
well as counted. The multitude have 
often a true instinct for diBtinguishing 
an able man, when he has the means 
of displaying his ability in a fair field 
before them. If such a man fails to 
obtain at least some portion of his Just 
weight, it is througn institutions or 
usages which keep him out of sight. 
^ the old democracies there were no 
means of keeping out of sight any 
able man : the bema was open to him ; 
he needed nobody's consent to become 
a public adviser. It is not so in a re- 

EresoLtative government : and the best 
-iends of representative democracy can 
hardly be without misgivings, that the 
Themistocles or Demosthenes whose 
tounRels would have saved the nation, 
might be unable during his whole life 
ever to obtain a seat. But if the pre- 
sence in the representative assembly 
can be insured, of even a few of the 
first minds in the country, though the 
remainder consist only of average minds, 
the influence of these leading spirits is 
sure to make itself sensibly felt in the 

feneral deliberations, even though they 
e known to be, in many respects, op- 
posed to the tone of popular opinion 
and feeling. I am unable to conceive 
any mode by which the presence of 
such minds can be so positively in- 
sured, ae by that proposed by Mr. 
Hare. 

This portion of the Assembly would 
also be the appropriate organ of a 
great social function, for whicn there is 
no provision in any existing democracy, 
but which in no government can re- 
main permanently unfulfilled without 
condemning th^t government to infal- 
lible degeneracy and decay. This 
may be called the function of Antagon- 
ism. In every government there is 
some power stronger than all the rest ; 
and the power which is strongest tends 
perpetually to become the sole power. 
Partly by^ intention, and partly uncon- 
•cionsly, it is ever striving to make all 



other things bend to itself; and isnol 
content while there is anything which 
makes perdianent head against it, any 
influence not in agreement with its 
spirit. Yet if it succeeds in suppress- 
ing all rival influences, and moulding 
everything after its own model, im-^ 
provement, jn that countiy, is at ap 
end, and decline commences. Humai 
improvement is a product of many 
factors, and no power ever yet consti- 
tuted among mankind includes them 
all: even the most beneficent power 
only contains in itself some of the re- 
quisites of good, and the remainder, if 
progress is to continue, must be derived 
from some other source. No comma- 
nity has ever long continued progre»< 
sive, but while a conflict was going on 
between the strongest power in the 
commimity and some rival power ; be- 
tween the spiritual and temporal au- 
thorities; the militaiT or territorial 
and the industrious dasses ; the king 
and the people; the orthodox, and 
religious reformers. When the victory 
on either side was so complete as to 
put an end to the strife, and no other 
conflict took its place, first stagnation 
followed, and then decay. The ascen- 
dancy of the numerical mi^'ority is less 
unjust, and on the whole less mischiev* 
ous, than many others, but it is at* 
tended with the very same kind of 
dangers, and even more certainly ; for 
when the government is in the nands 
of One or a Few, the Many are always 
existent as a rival power, which may 
not be strong enough ever to control 
the other, but whose opinion and sen- 
timent are a moral, and even a social, 
support to all who, either from convic- 
tion or contrariety of interest, are op 
posed to any of the tendencies of the 
ruling authority. But when the De 
mocracy is supreme, there is no One oi 
Few strong enough for dissentient opi- 
nions and ii\jured or menaced interests 
to lean upon. The great difiiculty of 
democratic government has hitherto 
seemed to be, how to provide, in a 
democratic sociefv, what circumstances 
have provided hitherto in all the 
societies which have maintained them- 
selves ahead of others— a social sup- 
port, a point d*appuif for individual 
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lesistance to the tendencies of the 
ndiiig power ; a protection, a rallying 
point, K>r opinions and interests wnicn 
the ascendant public opinion views 
with disfavour. For want of such a 
point d'ammif the older societies, and 
all but a tew modem ones, either fell 
into dissolution or became stationary 
(which means slow deterioration) 
through the exclusive predominance 
of a part only of the conditions of 
social and mental well-being. 

Now, this great want the system of 
Personal Representation is fitted to 
supply, in tne most perfect manner 
which the circumstances of modem 
society admit of,. The only quarter in 
which to look for a supplement, or 
completing corrective, to tne instincts 
of a democratic majority, is the in- 
structed minority : but, in the ordinaij 
mode of constituting democracy, this 
minority has no organ: Mr. Hare's 
system provides one. The representa- 
tives who would be returned to Parlia- 
ment by the aggregate of minorities, 
would anord that organ in its greatest 
perfection. A separate organization of 
the instracted classes, even if practi- 
cable, would be invidious, and could 
only escape from being offensive by 
being totally without influence. But 
if the Hite of these classes formed part 
of the Parliament, by the same title as 
any other T)f its members — ^by repre- 
senting the same nunjber of citizens, 
the same numerical fraction of the 
national will — ^^their presence jcould 
give umbrage to nobody, while they 
would be in the position of highest 
vantage, both for making their opinions 
and counsels heard on all important 
subjects, and for taking an active part 
in pablic business. Their abilities 
would probably draw to them more 
than their numerical share of the 
actual admihistration of government *, 
as the Athenians did not confide re- 

Sonsible public fimctions to Cleon or 
yperbolus (the employment of Cleon 
at ryha ana Ampni polls was purely 
exceptional), but Nicias, and Thera- 
menes, and Alcibiades, were in constant 
employment both at home and abroad, 
thougn known to sympathize more 
with oli^rch^ than with democracy. 



The instmcted minority would, in the 
actual voting, count only for their 
numbers, but as a moral power they 
would count for much more, in virtue 
of their knowledge, and of the influence \ 
it would give them over the rest. An 
an'angement better adapted to keep 
popular opinion within reason and jus- 
tice, and to guard it from the various 
deteriorating influences which assidl 
the weak side of democracy, coiJd 
scarcely by human ingenuity be de- 
vised. A democratic people would in 
this way be provided with what in any 
other way it would almost certainly 
miss— leaders of a higher grade of in- 
tellect and character than itself. 
Modem democracy would have its 
occasional Pericles, and its habi- 
tual group of superior . and guiding 
minds. 

With all this array of reasons, of the 
most fundamental character, on the 
affirmative side of the question, what 
is there on the negative? Nothing 
that will sustain examination, when 
people can once be induced to bestow 
any real examination upon a new 
thing. Those indeed, if any such 
there be, who under pretence of equal 
justice, aim only at substituting the 
class ascendancy of the poor for that of 
the rich, will of course be unfavourable 
to a scheme which places both on a 
level. But I do not believe that any 
such wish exists at present among the 
working classes of this country, though 
I would not answer for the eflfect which 
opportunity and demagogic artifices 
may hereafter have in exciting it. In 
the United States, where the numeri- 
cal majority have long been in full pos- 
session of collective despotism, tney 
would probably be as unwilling to part 
with it as a single despot, or an ansto- 
cracy. But I believe that tne English 
democracy would as yet be content 
with protection against the class legis- 
lation of others, without claiming the 
power to exercise it in their turn. 

Among the ostensible objectors to 
Mr. Harems scheme, some profess to 
think the plan unworkable ; but these, 
it will be found, are generally people 
who have barely heard of it, or have 
1 Kiven it a very slight ^ind cursorr exn 
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minafion. Others are unable to recon- 
cile themselyea to the loss of what they 
term the local character of the repre- 
sentation. A nation does not seem to 
them to consist of persons, hot of arti- 
ficial units, the creation of geography 
and statistics. Parliament must repre- 
sent towns and counties, not human 
beings. But no one seeks to annihilate 
towns and counties. Towns and coun- 
ties, it may be presumed, are repre- 
sented, when the human beings who 
inhabit them are represented. Local 
feelings cannot exist without somebody 
who feels them; nor local interests 
without somebody interested in them. 
If the human beings whose feelings 
And interests these are, have their pro- 
per share of representation, these feel- 
ings and interests are represented, in 
common with all other feelings and 
interests of those persons. But I can- 
not see why the ^clings and interests 
which arrange mankind according to 
localities, should be ^ the only ones 
thought worthy of being represented ; 
or why people who have other feeb'ngs 
and interests, which they value more 
than they do their geographical ones, 
should be restricted to these as the 
sole principle of their political classifi- 
cation. Tne notion that Yorkshire 
and Middlesex have rights apart from 
those of their inhabitants, or that 
Liverpool and Exeter are the proper 
objects of the legislator's care, m con- 
tradistinction to the population of those 
places, is a curious specimen of delu- 
sion produced by words. * 

In general, however, objectors cut 
the matter short by afi^ming that the 
people of England will never consent 
to such a system. What the people of 
England are likely to think of those 
who pass such a summary sentence on 
their capacity of understanding and 
iudgment, deeming it superfluous to 
consider whether a thing is right or 
wrong before aflBrmin^ that they are 
certam to reject it, 1 will not undertake 
to say. For my own part, 1 do not 
think that the people of England have 
deserved to be, ^thout trial, stigma- 
tized as insurmountably prejudiced 
4gainst anything which can be proved 
*^ be good either for themselves or for 



others. It also appears to me that 
when prejudices persist obstinately, it 
is the fault of nobody so much as ol 
those who make a point of proclaiming 
them insuperable, as an excuse to them- 
selves for never joining in an attempt 
to remove them. Any prejudice what- 
ever will be insurmountable, if those 
who do not share it themselves, truckle 
to it, and flatter it, and accept it as a 
law of nature. I believe, however, that 
in this case there is in general, among 
those who have yet heard of the pro- 
position, no other hostility to it, tnan 
the natural and healthy distrust attach* 
ing to all novelties which have not been 
sumcienthr canvassed to make gene- 
rally manifest all the pros and cons of 
the question. The only serious obstacle 
is the unfamiUarity : this indeed is a 
formidable one, for the imagination 
much more easily reconciles itself to a 
great alteration m substance, than to n 
very small one in names and forms. 
But unfamiliarity is a disadvantage 
which, when there is any real value in 
an idea, it only requires time to remove. 
And in these days of discussion, and 
generally awakened interest in improve- 
ment, what formerly was the work of 
centuries, often requires only years. 

Since the first puUication of this 
Treatise, several adverse criticisms have 
been made on Mr. Hare*s plan, which 
indicate at least a careful examination 
of it, and a more intelligent considera- 
tion than had previously been given to 
its pretensions. This is the natural 
progress of the discussion of great im- 
provements. They are at first met by 
a blind prejudice, and by arguments to 
which only blind prejudice could attach 
any value. As the pittiudice weakens, 
the arguments it empiuj s for some time 
increase in strength; since, the plan 
being better understood, its inevitable 
inconveniences, and the circumstances 
which militate against its at once pro* 
ducing all the benefltK it is intrinsically 
capable of, come to H^ht along with its 
merits. But, of all the objections^ 
baving any semblance of reason, which 
have come under my notice, there is 
not one which had not been foreseen, 
considered and canvassed by the su^ 
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poiien of the plan, and found eitLer 
unreal or easily surmountable. 

The most serious, in appearance, of 
llie objections, may be the most briefly 
answered; the assumed impossibility 
of guarding against fraud, or suspicion 
of fraud, in the operations of the Central 
Office. Publicity, and complete liberty 
of inspecting the voting papers after 
the election, were the securities pro- 
vided; but ^hese, it is maintained, 
would be unavailing ; because, to check 
the returns, a voter would have to go 
over aU the work that had been done 
by the staff of clerks. This would be 
a very weighty objection, if there were 
any necessity that the returns should 
be verified individually by eveiy voter. 
AU that a simple voter could be ex- 
pected to do in the way of verification, 
would be to check the use made of his 
own voting paper; for which purpose 
every paper would be returned, after a 
proper interval, to the place from whence 
it came. But what he could not do, 
would be done for him by the unsuc- 
cessfol candidates and their agents. 
Those among the defeated, who thought 
that they ought to have been returned, 
would, singly or a number together, 
employ an agency for verifying the 
entire process of the election ; and if 
they detected material error, the docu- 
ments would be referred to a Committee 
of the House of Commons, by whom the 
entire electoral operations of the nation 
would be examined and verified, at a 
tenth part the expense of time and 
money necessary for the scrutiny of a 
gingle return before an Election Com- 
mittee under the system now in force. 

Assuming the plan to be workable, 
two modes have been alleged, in which 
Its benefits might be frustrated, and 
injurious consequences produced in lieu 
of them. First, it is said that undue 
power would be given to knots or 
cliques; sectarian combinations ; asso- 
ciations for special objects, such as the 
Maine Law League, the Ballot or Libe^ 
ration Society; or bodies united by class 
interests or community of religious per- 
■oasion. It is in the second place ob- 
jected, that the system would admit of 
being worked for party purposes. A 
oesitral or^n of each political party 



would send its list of 658 candidates 
all through the country, to be voted for 
by the wnole of its supporters in every 
constituency. Their votes would fai 
outnumber those which oould ever be 
obtained by any independent candidate. 
The 'ticket* svstem, it is contended, 
would, as it aoes in America, operate 
solely in favour of the great organized 
parties, whose tickets would be accepted 
blindly, and voted for in their integrity; 
and would hardly ever be outvoted, 
except occasionally by the sectarian 
groups, or knots of men bound together 
bv a common crotchet, who have been 
already spoken of. 

The answer to this appears to be 
conclusive. No one pretends that 
under Mr. Hare's or any other plan, 
organization would cease to be an ad- 
vantage. Scattered elements are al- 
ways at a disadvantage, compared with 
organized bodies. As Mr. Hare's plan 
cannot alter the nature of things, wf 
must expect that all parties or sections, 
great or small, which possess organiza- 
tion, would avail themselves of it tQ the 
utmost to strengthen their influence. 
But under the existing system those 
influences are everything. The scat- 
tered elements are absolutely nothing. 
The voters who are neither bound to 
the great political nor to any of the 
little sectarian divisions, have no 
means of making their votes available. 
Mr. Hare's plan gives them the means. 
They mi^ht be more, or less, dexterous 
in using it. They might obtain their 
share of influence, or much less than 
their share. But whatever they did 
acquire would be clear gain. And when 
it IS assumed that every petty interest, 
or combination for a petty object, would 
give itself an organization, why should 
we suppose that the great interest of 
national intellect and character would 
alone remain unorganized? If ^ere 
would be Temperance tickets, and 
Ragged School tickets, and the like, 
would not one public-Rpirited person in 
a constituency be sufficient to put forth 
a 'personal merit' ticket, and circulate 
it through a whole neighbourhoods 
And mi^ht not a few such persons, 
meeting m London, select from the list 
of candidates the most distinguished 
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DAmet, withoat regard to technical di- 
yisioiiB of opinion, and publish them at 
a trifling expense through all the con- 
stituencies? It must be remembered 
that the influence of the two great 
parties, under the present mode of 
slection, is unlimited: in Mr. Harems 
scheme it would be great, but confined 
within bounds. Neither they, nor any 
of the smaller knots, would he able to 
elect more members than in proportion 
to the relative number of tueir adhe- 
rents. The ticket system in America 
operates under conditions the reverse 
of this. In America el^tors vote for 
the party ticket, because the election 
goes by • mere majority, and a vote for 
any one who is certain not to obtain 
the majority, is thrown away. But, on 
Mr. Hare's system, a vote given to a 
person of known worth has almost as 
much chance of obtaining its object, as 
one given to a party candidate. It 
might be hoped, therefore, that every 
Libera] or Conservative, who was any- 
thing besides a Liberal or • Conservar 
tive — who had any preferences of his 
own in addition to those of his party — 
would scratch through the names of 
the more obscure and insignificant 
party candidates, and inscribe in their 
stead some of the men who are an 
honour to the nation. And the proba- 
bility of this fact would operate as a 
strong inducement with those who drew 
up the party lists, not to confine them- 
selves to pledged party men, but to in- 
clude along with these, in their respec- 
tive tickets, such of the national nota- 
bilities as were more in sympathy with 
their side than with the opposite. 

The real difficulty, for it is not to be 
dissembled that there is a difficulty, is 
that the independent voters, those who 
are desirous of voting for unpatronized 

Sersons of merit, would be apt to put 
own the names of a few such persons, 
and to fill up the remainder of tneir list 
with mere party candidates, thus help- 
ing to swell the numbers against those 
by whom they would prefer to be re- 
presented. There would be an easy 
remedy for this, should it be necessary 
to resort to it, namely, to impose a 
limit to the number of secondary or 
tontin^Bt Tot^i. |7o voter is likely 



to have an independent preferoitc<| 
grounded on knowledge, for 658, of 
even for 100 candidates. There would 
be little objection to his being limited 
to twenty, fifty, or whatever might be 
the number in the selection of whom 
there was some probability that hit 
own choice would be exercised — that 
he would vote as an individual, and 
not as one of the mere rank and file of 
a partv. But even without this restrio- 
tion, the evil would be likely to cure 
itself as soon as the system came to be 
well understood. To counteract it would 
become a paramount object with all the 
knots and cliques whose influence is so 
much deprecated. From these, each 
in itself a small minority, the word 
would go forth, * Vote for your special 
candidates only ; or at least put their 
names foremost, so as to give ihem 
the full chance which your numerical 
strength warrants, of obtaining the 
quota by means of first votes, or with- 
out descending low in the scale.' And 
those voters ^o did not belong to any 
clique, would profit by the lesson. 

llie minor groups would have pre* 
cisely the amount of power which they 
ought to have. The influence tbey 
could exercise would be exactly that 
which their number of voters entitled 
them to ; not a particle more ; while, 
to ensure even tliat, they would have 
a motive to put up, as representatives 
of their special objects, candidates 
whose other recommendations would 
enable them to obtain the suffrages of 
voters not of the sect or clique. It is 
curious to observe how the popular line 
of argument in defence of existing 
systems veers round, according to the 
nature of the attack made upon them. 
Not many years ago it was the fa- 
vourite argument in support of the 
then existing system of representation, 
that under it all ' interests or * classes^ 
were represented. And certainly, aU 
interests or classes of anv importance 
ought to be represented, tnat is, oi.ght 
toliave spokesmen, or advocates, in 
Parliament. But from thence it was 
argued that a system ought to be sup- 
ported, which gave to the partial inte- 
rests not advocates merely, but the 
tribtuial itself. Now behold the chan^ 
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Mr. Hare*ji sygtem makes it impossible 
for partial interests to have the command 
<rf the tribmial, bnt it ensures them ad- 
vocates, and for doing even this it is 
reproached. Because it unites the good 
points of class representation and the 
good points of numerical representation, 
it is attacked from both sides at once. 
But it is not such objections as these 
Ihat are the real difficulty in getting 
the system accepted ; it is the exagge- 
rated notion entertained of its com- 
plexity, and the consequent doubt 
whether it is capable of oeing carried 
into effect. The only complete answer 
to this objection woiud be actual trial. 
When the merits of the plan shall have 
become more^ generally known, and 
shall have gained for it a wider support 
amone impartial thinkers, an effort 
should be made to obtain its introduc- 
tion experimentaUy in some limited 
field, such as the municipal election of 
some great town. An opportunity was 
lost, when the decision was taken to 
divide the West Riding of Yorkshire 
for the purpose of giving it four mem- 
bers ; instead of trying the new prin- 
ciple, by leaving the constituency un- 
divided, and aUowing a candidate to 
be returned on obtaining either in first 
or secondarv votes, a fourth part of the 
whola number of votes given. Such 
experiments would he a veiy imperfect 
test of the worth of the plan : but they 
would be an exemplification of its mode 
of working ; they would enable people 
to convince themselves that it is not 
impracticable ; would familiarize them 
with its machinery, and afford some 
materials for judgme whether the dif- 
ficulties which are tnought to be so 
formidable, are real or omy imaginaiy. 
The day when such a partial trial shall 
be sanctioned by Parliament, will, I 
believe, inaugurate a new era of Par- 
liamentary Reform; destined to give 
to Representative Government a shape 
fitted to its mature and triumphant 
periovi, when it shall have passed 
through the militant stage in which 
alone the world has yet seen it.* 

* In the interval between the last and — -" '*»>,.... ..»«» wmxi 

presMBt editions of this treatise, it has he- { of resUj attendii^ to it. 
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come known that the experiment here vug- 
gested has actually been made on a larger 
than any municipal or prorlncial scale, and 
has been in course of trial for several years 
bk the Danish Constitution (not that of 
penmark proper, but the ConsUtution 
framed for thjB entire Danish kingdom) the 
equal representation of minorities was pro- 
vided for on a plan so neariy identical with 
Mr. Hare's, as to add another to the many 
examples how the Ideas which resolve diffi- 
culties arising out of a general situation of 
the human mind or of society, present them- 
selves, without communication, to several 
•uperior minds at once. This feature of the 
Duiish electoral law has been brought ftillv 
and clearly before the British public in an 
able paper by Mr. Robert Lytton, forming 
one of the valuable reports by Secretaries of 
Legation, printed by order of the House of 
Commons in 1864. Mr. Hare's plan, which 
may now be also called M. Andrte's, has 
thus advanced from the position of a simple 
project to that of a realised political fact 

Though Denmark is as yet the only 
country in which Personal Reprasentation 
has become an institution, the progress of 
the idea among thinking minds has been 
very rapid. In almost all the countries in 
which universal suffrage is now regarded as 
a necessity, the scheme Is rapidly malcing its 
way: with the friends of democracy, as a 
logical consequence of their principle ; with 
those who rather accept than prefer demoi 
cratic government, as an hidispensable cor- 
rective of its inconveniences. The politicat 
tliinkers of Switzerland led the way. Those 
of Prance foUowed. To mention no others, 
within a very recent period two of the OHMrt 
influential and authoriutive political writers 
in France, one belonging to ^fa^ moderate 
liberal and the other to th«f sjctreme demo- 
cratic school, have given itt e pnbUc adhesion 
to the plan. Among ,tr G^rmtOi supporters 
is numbered one of cne most eminent politi- 
cal thinkers in Germany, who is also a dis- 
tinguished member of the liberal Cabinet of 
the Grand Ouk» of Baden. This subject, 
among others, inas its share in the important 
awakening jf thought in the American re- 
public, which is already one of the fruits of 
the great pending contest for b|Uman free- 
dom. In the two principal of our Australian 
colonies Mr. Hare's plan has been brought 
under the consideration of their respective 
legislatures, and thou^ not yet adopted, has 
already a strong party in its favour; while 
the clear and complete understanding of its 
principles, shown by the minority of the 
speakers both on the Conservative and on 
the Radical side of iceneral politics, shows 
how unfounded is the notion of its being too 
complicated to be capable of being generally 
comprehended and acted on. Nothing is f»> 
quired to make both the plan and its advan- 
tages perfectly intelligible to all, except that 
the time should have come when they will 
think it worth their while totakethetnwbli 
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8noH • rBpreflentatiye demooracj as 
Km now been sketchedi representative 
of alL and not solely of the majority — 
in which the interests, the opinions, 
ihe mdes of intellect which are out- 
nombered would nevertheless be heard, 
and would have a chance of obtaining 
by weight of character and strength of 
argument, an influence which wouM 
not belong to their numerical force^ — 
this democracy, which is alone equal, 
alone impartial, alone the government 
of all by all, the only true tyne of de- 
mocracy — would l>e free nom the 
greatest evils of the falsely-called de- 
mocracies which now prevail, and from 
which the current idea of democracy is 
exclusively derived. But even in this 
democracy, absolute power, if thev 
chose to exercise it, would rest with 
the numerical m^ority; and these 
would be composed exclusively of a 
single class, alike in biasses, preposses- 
sions, and general modes of thmking, 
and a class, to say no more, not the 
most highly cultivated. The oonstitUr 
tion would therefore still be liable to 
^e characteristic evils of class govern- 
ment : in a far less degree, assuredly, 
than that exclusive government by a 
class, which now usurps the name of 
democracy ; but still, under no effective 
restraint, except what mi^ht be found 
in the good sense, moderation, and for- 
bearance, of the plass itself. If checks 
of this description are sufficient, the 
philosophy of constitutional Kovem- 
ment is but solemn trifling. All trust 
in constitutions is grounded on the 
assurance they may afford, not that 
the depositaries of power will not, but 
that they cannot, misemploy it. De- 
mocracy is not the ideally best form of 
government unless this weak side of it 
can be Btrengthened ; unless it can be 
so organized that no class, not even 
the most numerous, shall be able to 
reduce all but itself to political insig- 
nificanoe^ And direct tAe course of 



legislation and administration hr iti 
exclusive class interest. The problem 
is, to find the means of preventing this 
abuse, without sacrificing the cha- 
racteristic alvantages of popular go- 
vernment. 

These twofold requisites are not ful- 
filled by the expedient of a limitation 
of the suffice, involving the com- 
pulsory exclusion of any portion of the 
citizens from a voice in the representa- 
tion. Among the foremost benefits o! 
free government is that education of 
the intelligence and of the sentimenti^ 
which is carried down to the very 
lowest ranks of the peq>le when uhev 
are called to take a part in acts which 
directly affect the great interests of 
their countnr. On this topic I have 
aiready dwelt so emphatically, that I 
only return to it, because there are few 
who seem to attach to this effect ol 
popular institutions all the importance 
to which it is entitled. People think 
it fanciful to expect so much from what 
seems so slight a cause — ^to recognise 
a potent instrument of mental improve- 
ment in the exercise of political fran- 
chises by manual labourers.^ Yet 
unless substantial mental cultivation 
in the mass of mankind is to be a 
mere vision, this is the road by which 
it must come. K any one supposes 
that this road will not bring it, 1 call 
to witness the entire contents of M. de 
Tocqueville's great work; and espe- 
cially his estimate of the Americans. 
Almost all travellers are struck by the 
fact that every American is in some 
sense both a patriot, and a person of 
cultivated intelligence; ana M. de 
Tocqueville has shown how close the 
connexion is between these qualities 
and their democratic institutions. No 
such wide difiusion of the ideas, tastes, 
and sentiments of educated mii ds, has 
ever been seen elsewhere, or even con- 
ceived as attainable.* Yet this is 
* The following "extract from tht Bepoti 
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QBlMngto what we might look for in 
• goveinment equally democratic in its 
Qnezclusiveness, but better organized 
in other important points. For poli- 
tical life is mdeed in America a most 
Taluable school, but it is a school from 
which the ablest teachers are ex- 
cluded; the first m<nds in the 
country bein^ as efiectually shut out 
from the national representation, and 
from public functions generally, as if 
they were under a formal dis(]^ualifica- 
tion. The Demos, too, being m Ame- 
rica the one source of power, all the 
selfish ambition of the country gravi- 
tates towards it, as it does in despotic 
countries towards the monarch : the 
people, like the despot, is pursued with 
admation and sycophaacy, and the 
corrupting effects of power fully keep 
pace with its improving and ennobling 
influences. If, even with this alloy, 
democratic institutions produce so 
marked a superiority of mental deve- 
lopment in the lowest class of Ameri- 
cans, compared with the corresponding 
classes in England and elsewhere, 
what would it be if the good portion of 
the influence could be retained without 
the bad? And this, to a certain ex- 
tent, may be done-; but not by exolid- 
ing that portion of the people, who 
have fewest intellectual stimuli of 



of th« English GonuniMiozi«r to the New Tork 
Exhibition," which I quote fh>in Mr. Carey's 
** Principles of Social Science,'* bears striking 
testinu>ny to one part, at least, of the asser- 
tion- in the text : — 

** We have a few great engineers and me- 
chanics, and a large body of clever workmen ; 
but the Americans seem likely to beoome a 
whole nation of such people. Already, their 
rivers swarm with steamboats ; their valleys 
•re becoming crowded with factories; their 
towns, surpassing those of every state of 
Europe, except Belgium, Holland, and Eng- 
land, are the abodes of all the skill which 
now distingnii^hes a town population; and 
there is scarcely an art in Europe not carried 
on in America with equal or greater skill 
than in Europe, though it has been here cul- 
^vated and Impruveatliruugti agea. A whole 
nation of Franklins^ Stephensons, and Watts 
In proapect. Is something wonderftil tor other 
nations to contemplate. In contrast with the 
comparative inertness and ignorance of the 
btdk o^ the people of Europe, whatever may 
be the sttperiority of a few well-instructed 
and gifted persons, Uie great intelligence of 
the^ whole people of America is the circum- 
most worthy <tf public attenUou." 



other kinds, from so inestimable an 
introduction to large, distant, and com- 
plicated interests as is afforded by the 
attention thev may be induced to 
bestow on political affairs. It is by 
political discussion that the manual 
labourer, whose employment is a 
routine, and whose way of life briLgs 
him in contact with no variety of im- 
pressions, circumstances, or ideas, is 
taujght that remote causes, and events 
which take place far off, have a most 
sensible effect even on his j^rsonal 
interests ; and it is from political dis- 
cussion, and collective pobtical action, 
that one whose daily occupations con- 
centrate his interests in a small circle 
round himself learns to feel for and 
with his fellow-citizens, and becomes 
consciously ^ member of a great com- 
munitv. But >i9litical discussions fly 
over the heads '^Oi those who have no 
votes, and are nov <)ndeavouring to 
acquire them. Their p*»ntion, in com- 
parison with the electors, is that of the 
audience in a court of justice, com- 
pared with the twelve men in the jury- 
box. It is not their suffrages that are 
asked, it is not their opinion that is 
sought to be influenced; the appeals 
are made, the arguments addressed, to 
others than them ; nothing depends on 
the decision they may arrive at, and 
there is no necessity and veiy little 
inducement to them to come to any. 
Whoever, in an otherwise popular go- 
vernment, has no vote, and no prospect 
of obliaining it, will either be a per- 
manent msklcontent, or will feel as one 
whom the general affairs of society do 
not concern ; for whom they are to be 
managed bv others; who *has no 
business witn the laws except to obej 
them,' nor with public interests aiA 
concerns except as a looker-on. WhB,\ 
he will know or care about them from 
this position, may partly be measured 
by what an average woman of the 
middle class knows and cares about 
politics, compared with her husband or 
brothers. 

Independently of all these conside- 
rations, it is a personal injustice to 
withhold from any one, unless i'or the 
prevention of greater evils, the ordi- 
naiy privilege of having his voice 
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raokoned In the disposal of afiairs in 
which he has the same interest as 
other people. If he is compelled to 
pay, it he may be compelled to fight, 
if ne is reouired implicitly to obey, be 
should be legally entitled to be told 
what for ; to nave his consent asked, 
and his opinion comited at its worth, 
though not at more than its worth. 
There ought to be no pariahs in a full- 
gruwn and civilized nation; no per- 
sons disqua/ified, except through their 
own default. Evenr one is degraded, 
whether aware of it or not, when 
other people, without consulting him, 
take upon themselves unlimited power 
to regulate his destiny. And even in 
a much more improved state than the 
human mindi has ever yet reached, it 
is not in nature that thev who are thus 
disposed of should meet with as fair 
plav as those who have • voice, 
ilulers and ruling classes are under a 
necessity of considering the interests 
and wishes of those who have the 
snifi*aee; but of those who are ex- 
eluded, it is in their option whether 
they will do so or not and however 
honestlv disposed, the^ are in general 
too fully occupied with things which 
they mus^. attend to, to have much 
room in their thoughts for anything 
which they can with impunity disre- 
gard. No arrangement t^f the suf- 
fra^, therefore, can be permanently 
latisfactoiy, in which any person or 
class is peremptorily excluded; in 
which the electoral privilege is not 
open to all persons of full age who de- 
tae to obtam it. 

There are, however, certain exdu- 
kions, required by positive reasons, 
Irhich do not conflict with this prin- 
ciple, and which, though an evu in 
themselves, are only to be got rid of 
by the cessation of the state of things 
which requires them. I regard it as 
wholly inadmissible that any person 
should participate in the suffrage, 
without being able to read, write, and, 
I will add, perform the common opera- 
tions of aritiimetic. Justice demands, 
even when the sufirage does not de- 
pend on it, that the means of attaining 
these elementary acquirements should 
be withia the reach ef every person, 



either gratuitously, or at ao expense 
not exceeding what the poorest, who 
earn their own living, can afford. If 
this were really the case, people would 
no more think of giving the sufirage 
to a man who could not read, than of 
giving it to a child who could not 
speak ; and it would not be society 
tnat would exclude him, but his own 
laziness. When society has not per- 
formed its duty, by rendering this 
amount of instruction accessible to all, 
there is some hardship in the case, but 
it is a hardship that ought to be borne. 
If society has neglected to dischai^ 
two solemn obligations, the more im- 
portant and more fundamental of the 
two must be fulfilled first: nniversal 
teaching must precede universal en- 
fi*anchisement. No one but those 
in whom an h pnari theoir baa 
silenced common sense, will maintain, 
that power over others, over the whole 
community, should be imparted to 
people who have not acquired the com- 
monest and most essential requisites 
for taking care of themselves , for pur- 
suing intelligently their own interests, 
and those of the persons most nearly 
allied to them. This argument, doubt- 
less, might be pressed further, and 
made to prove much more. It would 
be eminently desirable that other 
things besides reading, writing, and 
arithmetic, could be made necessary to 
the sufi^ge ; that some knowledge of 
the conformation of the earth, its 
natural and political divisions, the ele- 
ments of general history, and of the 
history and institutions of their own 
country, could be reouired from all 
electors. But these Idnds of know- 
led^, however indispensable to an in- 
telligent use of the suffrage, are not, 
in tms country, nor probablv anywhere 
save in the Northern United States, 
accessible to the whole people ; nor 
does there exist any trustworthy ma- 
chinerv for ascertaining whether they 
have been acquired or not. The at- 
tempt, at present, would lead to 
partiality, cnicanery, and every kind 
of fraud. It is better that the sufirage 
should be conferred indiscriminately, 
or even withheld indiscriminately, than 
that it should be given to one and 
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irithheld from another at the discretion 
of a public officer. In regard, however, 
to reading, writing, and calculating, 
there neea be no difficnlty. It would 
be easy to require from eveiy one who 
presented himself for registiy, that he 
should, in the presence of the registrar^ 
topj a sentence from an English book, 
auu perform a sum in4he rule of three ; 
and to secure, by fixed rules and com- 
plete publicity, the honest application 
of so veiy simple a test. This condi- 
tion, therefore, should in all cases ac- 
company universal suffrage ; and it 
would, after a few years, exclude none 
but those who cared so little for the 
privilege, that their vote, if given, 
would not in general be an indication 
of an^ real political opinion. 

It 18 also important, that the assem- 
bly which votes the taxes, either 
general or local, should be elected ex- 
clusively by those who pay something 
towards tne taxes imposed, lliose 
who pay no taxes, disposing by their 
votes of other people's money, have 
every motive to be lavish, and none to 
economize. As far as money matters 
•re concerned, any power of voting 
possessed by them is a violation of the 
lundameiital principle of free govern- 
ment ; a severance of the power of con- 
trol, from the interest in its beneficial 
exercise. It amounts to allowing them 
to put their hands into other people's 
pockets, for any purpose which they 
think fit to call a public one ; which in 
some of the great towns of the United 
States is known to have produced a 
scale of local taxation onerous beyond 
example, and wholly borne by the 
wealthier classes. That representation 
ehonld be co-extensive with taxation, 
not stopping short of it, but -also not 
going beyond it, is in accordance with 
the theory of British institutions. 
But to reconcile this, i^s a condition 
annexed to the representation, with 
pniversality, it is essential, as it 
is on many other accounts desirable, 
that taxation, in a visible shape, 
should descend to the poorest class. 
In this country, and in most others, 
thejre is probably no labouring family 
which does not contribute to the in- 
direct taxes, by the purchase of tea, | 



coffee, sugar, not to mention narcotics 
or stimulante. But this mode of do- 
fraying a share of the public expenses 
is hardlv felt: the payer, unless a 
person of education ana refiection, does 
not identify his interest with a low 
scale of public expenditure, as closely 
as when money for its support is de- 
manded directiv from himself; and 
even supposing him to do so, be would 
doubtless take care that, however 
lavish an expenditure he might, by his 
vote, assist in imposing upon the 
government, it should not be defrayed 
by any additional taxes on the articles 
which he himself consumes. It would 
be better that a direct tax, in the sim- 

f)le foim of a capitation, should be 
.evied on every grown person in the 
community ; or that every such person 
should be admitted an elector, on 
allowing himself to be rated extra 
ordinem to the assessed taxes ; or that 
s small annual payment, rising and 
falling with the gross expenditure od 
the country, should be required from 
every registered elector ; that so every 
one might feel that the money which 
he assisted in voting was partly his 
own, and that he was interested in 
keeping down its amount. 

However this may be, I regard it as 
required by first principles, that the 
receipt of parish relief should be a per- 
emptory disqualification for the fran« 
chise. He who cannot by his labour 
suffice for his own support, has no 
claim to the privilege of helping him- 
self to the money of others, cpr be- 
coming dependent on the remaining 
members oi the communitv for actual 
subsistence, he abdicates liis claim to 
equal rights with them in other 
respects. Those to whom he is in- 
de*"'"sd for the continuance of his very 
existence, may justly claim the exclu- 
sive management of those *comraon 
concerns, to which he now brings 
nothing, or less than he takes away. 
Asa condition of the franchiKO, a term 
should be fixed, say five years previous 
to the registry, during which the ap- 
plicant's name has not been on the 
parish books as a recipient of relie£ 
To be an uncertified bankrupt, or to 
have taken the benefit of the Insolvent 
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Act, ehonld dfsqnalify for the (rancbise 
until tbe person has paid his debts, or 
at least proved that he is not now, 
and haH not for some long period been, 
dependent on eleemosynary support. 
Non-payment of taxes, when so long 
persisted in that it cannot have arisen 
m>m inadvertence, should disqualify 
while it lasts. These exclusions are 
not in their nature permanent. They 
exact such conditions only as all are 
able, or ought to be able, to fulfil if 
they choose. They leave the suffrage 
accessible to all who are in the normal 
condition of a human being: ard if 
any one has to forego it, he either does 
not care sufficientlv f(»r it, to do for its 
jake what he is already bound to do, 
or he is in a general condition of de- 
pression and degradation in which this 
slight addition, necessary for the se- 
curity of others, would be unfelt, and on 
emer^g from which, this mark of in- 
ferionty would disappear with the rest. 

In the long run, therefore (supposing 
no restrictions to exist but those of 
which we have now treated), we might 
expect that all, except that (it is to be 
hoped) progressively diminishing class, 
the recipients of parish relief^ would be 
in possession of votes, so that the suffrage 
would be, with that slieht abatement, 
universal That it snould be thus 
widely expanded, is, as we have seen, 
absolutely necessary to an enlarged and 
elevated conception of good government. 
Yet in this state of things, the great 
minority of voters, in most countries, 
and emphatically in this, would be 
manual labourers; and the twofold 
danger, that of too low a standard of 
political intelligence, and that of class 
legislation, would still exist, in a veiy 
perilous degree. It remains to be seen 
whether any means exist by which 
these evils can be obviated. 

They are capable of being obviated, 
if men sincerely wish it ; not by any 
artificial contrivance, but by carrying 
out the natural order of human life, 
which recommends itself to every one 
in things in which he has no interest 
or traditional opinion running counter 
to it. ^ In all human aflf'airs, every per- 
son directly interested, ana not under 
positive tutelage, has an admitted 



claim to a voice, and when his eserdsa 
of it is not inconsistent with the safety 
of the whole, cannot justly be excluded 
from it. But though every one ought 
to have a voice — that every one should 
have an equal voice is a totally different 
proposition. When two persons who 
nave a joint interest in an^ business^ 
differ in opinion, does justice require 
that both opinions should be held of 
exactly equal value? If with equal 
virtue, one is superior to the other in 
knowledge and intelligence —or it with 
equal intelligence, one excels the other 
in virtue — the opinion, the judgment, 
of the higher moral or intellectnal 
being, is worth more than that of the 
infenor - and if the institutions of the 
country virtually assert that they are 
of the same value, they assert a thing 
which is not. One of the two, as the 
wiser or better man, has a claim to 
tnperior weight: the difficulty is in 
ascertaining which of the two it is ; a 
thing impossible as between indi* 
viduals, but, taking men in bodies and 
in numbers, it can be done with a cer- 
tain approftch to accuracy, l^ere 
wou'd be no pretence for applying this 
doctrine to any case which could with 
reason be considered as one of indi- 
dividnal and private right. In an 
affair which concerns onlv one of two 
persons, that one is entitled to follow 
nis own opinion, however much wiser 
I the other may be than himself. But we 
I are speaking of things which equally 
' concern them both ; where, if the more 
ignorant does not yield his share of the 
matter to the guidance of the wiser 
I man, the wiser man must resign his to 
that of the more ignorant, which of 
these modes of gettingover the difficulty 
is most for the interest of brth, and 
most conformable to the general fitness 
; of things? If it be deemed ui\just 
that eitlier should have to give way, 
which injustice is greatest? that tm 
better judgment should give way to 
the worse, or the worse to the better ? 
Now, national affairs are exaetly 
such a joint concern, with the differ- 
ence, that no one needs ever be called 
upon t'er a complete sacrifice ot his own 
I opinion. It can always be taken into 
I the calculation, and counted at a ce^ 



EXTENSION OP T^E SUFFRAGE 



tem figure, a lugher figure being as- 
dgned to the sum'ages of those whose 
opiuion is entitled to greater weight. 
There is not, in this arrangement, any* 
thing necessarily invidious to those to 
whom it assigns the lower degrees of 
influence. Entire exclusion from a 
Toice in the common concerns, is one 
thing : the concession to others of a 
more potential voice, on the ground of 
greater capacity for' the management 
of the joint interests, is another. The 
two things are not merely different,, 
they are mcommensurable. Every one 
has a right to feel insulted by being 
made a nobody, and stamped as of no 
account at all. No one but a fool, and 
only a fool of a peculiar description, 
feels oifended by the acknowledgment 
that there are others whose opinion, 
and even whose wish, is entitled to a 
greater amount of consideration than 
his. To have no voice in what are 
partly his own concerns, is a thing 
whii nobody trillingly robmits tol 
but when what is partly his concern is 
also partly another^s, and he feels the 
other to understand the subject better 
than himself, that the other's opinion 
should be counted for more *than his 
own, accords with his expectations, 
and with the course of things which in 
all other afiairs of life he is accustomed 
to acquiesce in. It is only necessary 
that tnis superior influence should hie 
assigned on grounds which he can 
comprehend, and of which he is able 
to perceive the justice. 

1 hasten to say, that I consider it 
entirely inadmissible, imless as a tem- 
porary makeshift, that the superiority 
of influence should be conferred in con- 
sideration of property. I do not deny 
that property is a kind of test ; educa- 
tion m most countries, though anything 
but proportional to riches, is on the 
average better in the richer half of 
society than in the poorer. But the 
critenon is so imperfect ; accident has 
so much more to do than merit with 
enabling men to rise in the world; and 
it is so impossible for any one, by ac- 
quiring any amount of instruction, to 
make sure of the corresponding rise in 
station, that this foundation of electoral 
privilege is always, and w'U continue 
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to be, supremely odioiis. ^o connect 
plurality of votes with any pecuniary 
qualification would be not only objec- 
tionable in itself, but a sure mode oi 
discrediting the principle, and making 
its permanent maintenance impracti- 
cable. The Democracy, at least of this 
country, are not at present jealous of 
personal superiority, but they are 
naturally and most justly so of that 
which is grounded on mere pecuniary 
circumstances. The only thmg whicn 
can justify reckoning one person's 
opinion as equivalent to more than one, 
is individual mental superiority ; ana 
what is wanted is some approximate 
means of ascertaining that. K there 
existed such a thing as a really national 
education, or a trustworthy system of 
general examination, education might 
be tested directly. In the absence of 
these, the nature of a person's occupa- 
tion is some test. An employer of 
labour is on the average more intelli- 
gent than a labourer; for he must 
labour with his head, and not solely 
with his hands. A foreman is generally 
more intelligent than an ordinary 
labourer, and a labourer in the skilled 
trades than in the unskilled. A 
banker, merchant, or manufacturer, is 
likely to be more intelligent than a 
tradesman, because he has larger and 
more complicated interests to manage. 
In all these cases it is not the having 
merely undertaken the superior func- 
tion, but the successM penoimance of 
it, that tests the qualifications; for 
which reason, as well as to prevent 
persons from engaging nominally in an 
occupation for the saKe of the vote, it 
would be proper to require that the 
occupation should have been persevered 
in for some length of time (say three 
years). Subject to some such con- 
ditioii, two or more votes might be 
allowed to every person who exercises 
any of these superior functions. The 
liberal professions, when really and not 
nominally practised, imply, of course, a 
still higher degree of instruction ; and 
wherever a sufficient examination, or 
any serious conditions of education, are 
required before entering on a profes- 
sion, its members could be admitted 
at once to a plurality of votes. Tira 
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ume role imgbt be applied to eradnatei 
of ttniverntiet ; and even to uioee who 
bring satisfactory certificates of having 
passed through the coarse of study re- 
quired by any school at which the 
nigher branches of knowledge are 
taught, under proper iecurities that 
the teaohing is real, and not a mere pre- 
tence. The 'local* or ' middle class' 
examination for the degp!'ee of Asso- 
ciate, so laudably and public-spiritedly 
established by the UniTersities of 
Oxford and Cambrid^, and any similar 
ones which may be mstituted by other 
competent homes (provided they are 
fairly open to all comers), afibrd a 
ground on whioh plurality of votes 
might with great advantage be ac- 
corded to those who have passed the 
test. All these suggestions are open 
to much discussion m the detail, and 
to objections which it is of no use to 
anticipate. The time is not come for 
giving to such plans a practicMl shape, 
nor should I wish to be bound by the 
particular proposals which I have 
made. But it is to me evident that 
in this direction lies the true ideal of 
representative government; and that 
to work towards it, bv the best prac- 
tical contrivances whfch can be found, 
is the path of real political improvement. 
If It be asked, to what length the 
principle admits of being carried, or 
now manv votes might he accorded to 
an individual on the ground of superior 
qualifications, I answer, that this is 
not in itself veiy material, provided the 
distinctions and gradations are not 
made arbitrarily, but are such as can 
be understood and accepted by the 

feneral conscience and understanding, 
lut it is an absolute condition, not to 
overpass, the limit prescribed by the 
fundamental principle laid down in a 
former chapter as the condition of ex- 
cel ience in the constitution of a repre- 
sentative s>'Stem. The plurality of 
votes must on no account be carried so 
far, that those who are privileged by it, 
or the class (if any) to which they 
mainly belong, shall outweigh by 
means of it all the rest of the commu- 
nity. The distinction in favour of 
education, right in itself, is further 
and strcmgly rsc-ommended by its pre. j 



serving the educated firom the class 
legislation of the uneducated; but it 
must stop short of enabling them to 
practise class legislation on their own 
account Let me add, that I consider 
it an abeolutely necessaiy part of the 
plurality scheme, that it oe open to the 
poorest individual in the community to 
claim its privileges, if he can prove 
that, in spite of all difficulties and ob- 
stacles, he is, in point of intelligence, 
entitled to them. There ou^ht to be 
voluntary examinations at whieh any 
person whatever might present himself 
might prove that he came up to the 
standara of knowledge and ability laid 
down as sufficient, and be admitted, in 
consequenoe, to the plurality of votes. 
A privilege which is not refused to any 
one who can show that he has realized 
the conditions on which in theory and 
principle it is dependent, would not 
necessarily be repugnant to any^ one's 
sentiment of Justice: but it would 
certainly be so, i£ while conferred on 
general j)re8umptionB not always in* 
fallible, it were denied to direct proo£ 
Plural voting, though practised in 
vestrv elections and ^ose of poor-law 
guardians, is so unfamiliar in elections 
to parliament, that it is not likely to 
be soon or wiUinely adopted : but as 
the time will certainl ? amve when the 
only choice will be oetween this and 
equal universal suffiage, whoever does 
not desire the last, cannot too soon 
begin to reconcile himself to the 
former. In the meantime, though the 
suggestion, for the present, may uot be 
a practical one, it will serve to mariic 
what is best in principle, and enable us 
to judge of the eligibiHty of any in- 
direct means, either existing or Oapable 
of being adopted, which may promote 
in a less perfect manner the same end. 
A person may have a double vote by 
other means than that of tendering 
two votes at the same hustings; he 
may have a vote in each of two difie- 
rent constituencies : and though this 
exceptional privilege at present belongs 
rather to superiority of means than of 
intelli^encOj I would not abolish it 
where it existe, since nntil a truer test 
of education is adopted, it would bo 
unwise to dispense with even so impcr 
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feet a one as is afiR)rded by pecuniary 
ciTCumstances. Means might be found 
of giving a farther extension to the 
privilege, which wonid connect it in a 
more direct manner with snperior edu- 
cation. In any fnture B^form Bill 
which lowers greatly the pecuniary 
conditions of the suffi'age, it might be 
a wise provision to allow all graduates 
of universities, all perBons who have 
passed creditably tnnirgh the higher 
schools, all members of the liberal pro- 
fessions, and perhaps some others, to 
be registered specincally in those cha- 
tfftcters, and to g^ve their rotes as such 
in any constituency in which the^ 
eboQse to register : retaining, in addi- 
tion, their votes as simple citizens in 
the localities in which they reside. 

Until theiie shall have been devised, 
and until opinion is willing to accept, 
some mode of plural voting which may 
assign to education, as such, the de- 
gree of superior influence due to it, 
and sufficient as a counterpoise to the 
numerical weight of the least educated 
class ; for so long, the benefits of com- 
pletely universal sufirage cannot be ob- 
tained without bringing with them, as it 
appears to me, a cnance of more than 
equivalent evils. It is possible, indeed 
(and this is perhaps one of the transitions 
through which we may have to pass in 
our progress to a really good represen- 
tative system), that the barriers which 
restrict the sufi&age might be entirely 
levelled in some particular constituen- 
cies, whose members, consequently, 
would be returned principally by 
mannal labourers; the existing elec- 
toral qualification being maintained 
elsewhere, or any alteration in it being 
accompanied by such a grouping of the 
constituencies as to prevent the labour- 
ing class from becoming preponderant 
!n rarliament. By such a compromise, 
the anomalies in the representation 
would not only be retained, but aug- 
mented : this however is not a concln- 
ffive objection ; for if the country does 
not choose to pursue the right ends by 
a regular system directly leading to 
them, it must be content with an irre- 
ffular makeshift, as being greatly pre- 
ferable to a system firee m)m irregula* 
rities, but regularly adapted' to wrongs 



ends, or in which some ends eqnally 
necessary with the others have been 
left out. It is a far graver oljection, 
that this acljustment is incompatible 
with the intercommunity of local con- 
stituencies which Mr. Hare's plan re- 
quires i that under it every voter woul^ 
remain imprisoned within the one or 
more constituencies in which his name 
is registered, and unless willing to be 
represented by one of the candidates 
for those localities, would not be repr9> 
sented at all. 

So much importance do I attach to 
the emancipation of those who already 
have votes, but whose votes are useless, 
because always outnumbered ; so much 
should I hope from the natural influ- 
ence of truth and reason, if only se- 
cured a hearing and a competent ad- 
vocacy — ^that i should not despair of 
the operation even of equal and uni- 
versal sufirage, if made real by the 
proportional representation of all mino- 
rities, on Mr. Hare's principle. But if 
the best hopes which can be formed on 
this subject were certainties, I should 
still contend for the principle of plurul 
voting. I do not propose tne plurality 
as a thing in itself undesirable, which, 
like the exclusion of part of the com- 
munity from the sufirage, may be temp> 
porarily tolerated while necessaiy to 
prevent greater evils. I do not look 
upon ^ual voting as among the things 
which are good in themselves, j^rovideid 
they can m guarded a^inst mconve- 
niences. I look npon it as only rela- 
tively pood; less objectionable than 
inequahty of privOege^ grounded on 
irrelevant or adventitious circum- 
stances, but in principle wrong, because 
reco^sine a wrong standara, and ex- 
ercismg a bad influence on the voter's 
mind. It is not useful, but hartfnl, 
that the constitution of the country 
should declare ignorance to be entitled 
to as much political power as know- 
ledge. The national institutions should 
place all things that they are concerned 
with, before the mind of the citizen in 
the light in which it is tor his good 
that he should regard them : and as it 
is for his good that he should think that 
every one is entitled to some influence. 
but the better and wiser to more th«a 
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dthers, it b important that this con- 
viction ahould be professed by the 
State, and embodiea in the national 
institntionB. Such things constitute 
the spirit of the institutions of a 
country : that portion of their influence 
which is least regarded by common, 
and especially by En^sh, thinkers; 
though the institutions of eveiy coun- 
tiy, not under great positiTO oppression, 
produce more effect by their spirit than 
by any of their direct provisions, since 
by it they shape the national character. 
Ine American institutions have im- 
printed strongly on the American mind, 
mat any one man (with a whitQ, skin) 
la as good as any other; and it is felt 
that this false creed is nearly connected 
with some of the more unfayourable 
points in American character. It is 
not a small mischief that the constitu- 
tion of any countnr should sanction 
this creed ; for the belief in it« whether 
express or tacit, is almost as detrimental 
to moral and intellectual excellence, 
as any effect which most forms of go- 
vernment can produce. 

It maj, perhaps, be said, that a 
constitution which gives equal influ- 
ence, man for man, to the most and to 
the least instructed, is nevertheless 
conducive to progress, because the ap- 
peals constantly made to the less in- 
structed classes, the exercise g^ven to 
their mental powers, and the exertions 
which the more instructed are obliged 
bO make for enlightening their judg- 
ment and ridding them of errors and 
prejudices, are powerful stimulants to 
their advance m intelligence. That 
this most desirable effect really attends 
fhe admission of the less educated 
classes to some, and even to a large 
share of power, I admit, and have 
already strenuously maintained. But 
theory and experience alike prove that 
a counter current sets in when they 
%re made the possessors of all power, 
rhose who are supreme over every- 
thing, whether they be One, or Few, 
or Manv, have no longer need of the 
arms ot reason : they can make their 
mere will prevail; and those who 
cannot be resisted are usually far too 
well satisfied with their own opinions 
to be willing to change them, or listen 



without impatience to i^ny one who 
tells them tnat they are in the wrong. 
The position which gives the strongest 
stimulus to the ^wth of intelligence, 
is that of rising mto power, not that of 
having achieved it ; and of all resting- 
points, temporary or permanent, in ih9 
way to ascendancy, the one which de- 
velopes the best and highest qualities 
is the poeiticm of those who are strong 
enough to make reason prevail, but not 
strong enough to prevail aj^inst reason. 
This 18 the position in whick according 
to the principles we have laid down, 
the rich and tne poor, the much and the 
little educated, and all the other classes 
and denominations which divide society 
between them, ought as far as practi- 
cable to be placed. And by combining 
this principle with the otherwise just 
one of allowing superiority of weight to 
superiority of mental Qualities, a poli- 
tical constitution would realize that 
kind of relative perfection, which is 
alone compatible with the complicated 
nature of numan affairs. 

In the preceding argument for uni- 
versal, but graduated suffrage, I have 
taken no account of difference of sex. 
I consider it to be as entirely irrele- 
vant to political rights, as difference in 
height, or in the colour of the hair. 
All human beings have the same inte- 
rest in good government ; the welfare 
of all is alike affected by it, and they 
have equal need of a voice in it to 
secure their share of its benefits. If 
there be any difference, women require 
it more than men, since, being physi- 
cally weaker, they are more dependent 
on law and society for protection. 
Mankind have long since abandoned 
the only premises which wiU support 
the conclusion that women ou^ht not 
to have votes. No one now holds that 
women should be in personal servitude ; 
that they should have no thought, 
wish, or occupation, but to be the do- 
mestic drudgeb of husbands, fathers, or 
brothers. It is allowed to unmarried, 
and wants but little of being conceded 
to married women, to hold property, 
and have pecuniary and busmess in- 
terests, in the same manner as men. 
It is considered suitable and proper 
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tlmi women iilioiild think, and write, 
and be teachers. As soon as these 
things are admitted, the political dis- 
qnahfication has no principle to test 
(m. The whole mode of thought of the 
modem world is, with increasing em- 
phasis, pronouncing against the claim 
of societ} to decide for individuals 
what they are and are not fit for, and 
what thej shall and shall not be al- 
lowed to attempt. If the principles of 
modem politics and political economy 
•16 good for anything, it is for proving 
that these points can only be rightly 
judged of by the individuals tnem- 
■elves : and that, under complete fi«e- 
dom of choice, wherever there are real 
diversities of antitude, the great num- 
ber will apply themselves to the things 
for which they are on the average 
fittest, and the exceptional course will 
only be taken by the exceptions. 
Eitner the whole tendency of modem 
■odal imnrovements has been wrong, 
or it ought to be carried out to the 
total abolition of all exclusions and 
disabilities which close any honest em- 
ployment to a human being. 

fiut it is not even necessary to main- 
tain so much, in order toprove that wo- 
men should have the sumtige. Were it 
as right, as it is wrong, that they should 
be a subordinate class, confined to do- 
mestic occupations and subject to do- 
mestic authority, they would not the 
less require the protection of the suf- 
frage to secure them from the abuse of 
that authority. Men, as well as women, 
do not need political rights in order 
that they may govern, but in order that 
they may not be misgoverned. The 
majority of the male sex are, and will 
be all tneir lives, nothing else than la- 
bourers in corn-fields or manufactories ; 
but this does not render the suffinge 
I less desirable for them, nor their claim 
to it less irresistible, when not likely to 
make a bad use of it. Nobody pretends 
to think that women would make a bad 
use of the sufirage. The worst that is 
said is, that they would vote as mere 
dependents, at the bidding of their 
ma e relations. If it be so, so let it be. 
If they think for themselves, great good 
will be done, and if they do not, no 
ham. It is a benefit to human beings 



to take off their fetters, even if thegr do 
not desire to walk. It would already 
be a great improvement in the moral 
position of women, to be no longer de- 
clared by law incapable of an opinion, 
and not entitled to a preference, re- 
specting the most important concerns 
of humanity. There would be some 
benefit to them individually in having 
something to bestow which theii male 
relatives cannot exact, and are yet de- 
sirous to have. It would also be no 
■mall benefit that the husband v^ould 
necessarily discuss the matter with his 
wife, and that the vote would not be 
his exclusive affair, but a joint concern. 
People do not sufficiently consider how 
markedly the fact, that she is able to 
have some aetion on the outward worid 
independently of him, raises her dig- 
nity and value in a vulgar man's eyes, 
and makes her the object of a respect 
which no personal quaUties would ever 
obtain for one whose social existence 
he can entirely appropriate. The vote 
itself too, would be improved in qua- 
lity. The man would often be obhged 
to find honest reasons for his vote, such 
as might induce a more upright and 
impartial character to serve with him 
under the same banner. The wife's 
influence would often keep him irae to 
his own sincere opinion. Often, indeed, 
it would be usea, not on the side of 
public principle, but of the personal in- 
terest or worldly vanity of the family. 
But wherever this would be the ten- 
dency of the wife's influence, it is ex- 
erted to the fall already, in that bad 
direction ; and with the more certainty, 
since under the present law and custom 
she is generally too utter a stronger to 
politics in any sense in which they in- 
volve principle, to be able to realize to 
herself that there is a point of honour 
in them ; and most people have as little 
sympathy in the point of honour of others, 
when their own is not placed in the 
same thing, as they have in the reli- 
gious feelings of those whose religion- 
differs from theirs. Give the woman ft 
vote, and she comes under the operation 
of the political point of honour. She 
learns to look on politics as a thing on 
which she is allowed to have an opinion, 
and in which if one has an opinion it 
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ongbi to be acted upon ; she acquires 
• seDse of personal accountability in tbe 
matter, and will no longer feel, as she 
does at present, that whatever amount 
of bad influence she may exercise, if 
the man can bat be persuaded, all is 
right, and his responsibility covers alL 
It is only by being herself encouraged 
to form an opinion, and obtain an in- 
telligent comprehension of the reasons 
which ought to prevail with the con- 
science against the temptations of per- 
sonal or family interest, that she can 
ever cease to act as a disturbing force 
on the political conscience of the man. 
Her indirect agency can only be pre- 
vented from beine politically mischiev- 
ous, by being exchanged for direct. 

I have supposed the right of sufirage 
to depend, as in a good state of things 
it would, on personal conditions. Where 
it depends, as in this and most other 
countries, on conditions of property, the 
contradiction is even more flagrant. 
There is something more than ordi- 
narily irrational in the fact, that when 
a woman can give all the guarantees 
required from a male elector, indepen- 
dent circumstances, the position of a 
householder and head of a family, pay- 



ment of taxes, or whatever may be the 
conditions imposed, the very principle 
and system of a representation Uised on 
property is set aside, and an exception- 
ally personal disqualification is created 
for the mere purpose of excluding her. 
When it is added that in the countiy 
where this is done, a woman now 
reigns, and that the most glorious ruler 
whom that country ever had was a 
woman, the picture of unreason, and 
scarcely disguised injustice, is com^ 
plete. Let us hope that as the work 
proceeds of pulling down, one after 
another, the remains of the mouldering 
fabric of monopoly and tyranny, thifc 
one will not be the last to disappear; 
that the opinion of Bentham, of Mr. 
Samuel Bailey, of Mr. Hare, and many 
other of the most powerful political 
thinkers of this age and country (not to 
speak of others), will make its way to 
all minds not rendered obdurate by 
selfishness or inveterate prejudice ; and 
"^hat, before the lapse of another gene- 
ration, the accident of Sex, no more 
than the accidentof skin, will be deemed 
a sufficient justification for depriving 
its possessor of the equal protection and 
just privileges of a citizen. 
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Im some representative constitutions, 
the plan has been adopted of choosing 
the members of the representative body 
iy a double process, the primary elec- 
tors onlv choosing other electors, and 
jhese electing the member of parlia- 
ment. This contrivance was probably 
intended as a slight impediment to the 
fiiD sweep of popular feeling; giving 
the sufirage, and with it the complete 
ultimate power, to the Manv, but com- 
pelling them to exercise it through the 
agency of a comparatively few, who, it 
was supposed, would be less moved 
than the Demos by the gusts of popular 
passion ; and as the electors, being al- 
ready a select body, might be expected 



to exceed in intellect and character the 
common level of their constituents, the 
choice made by them was thought likely 
to be more careful and enlightened, and 
would in any case be made under a 
greater feeling of responsibility, than 
election by the masses themselves. 
This plan of filtering, as it were, the 
popular suffrage through an interme- 
diate body, admits of a very plausible 
defence; since it may be said, with 
^at appearance of reason, that less 
intellect and instruction are required 
forjudging who among our neiehbours 
can be most safely trusted to choose a 
member of parliament, than who k 
himself fittest to be one. 
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In the first place, howeyer, if the 
iangera incident to popular power maj 
be Sionght to be in some degree les- 
•ened bj this indirect arrangement, so 
also are its benefits; and the latter 
effect b much more certain than the 
former. ' To enable the system to work 
as desired, it must be carried into effect 
in the spint in which it is planned; 
the electors must nse the sunrage in 
the manner supposed by the theory, 
that is, each of tnem must not ask him- 
self who the member of parliament 
should be, but only whom he would 
best like to choose one for him. It is 
evident, that the advantages which in- 
direct is supposed to have over direct 
electicm, require this disposition of 
mind in the voter and will only be 
realized bv his taking the doctrine au 
$Sneua'f that his sole business is to 
choose the choosers, not the member 
himself. The supposition must be, that 
he will not occupy his thoughts with 
political opinions and measures, or po- 
utical men, but wiU be guided by nis 
personal respect for some private indi- 
vidual, to wbom he will give a general 
rwer of attomev to act for him. Now 
the primary electors adopt this view 
of their position, one of the principid 
nses of giving them a vote at all is de- 
feated : the political function to whi h 
they are called fails of developing public 
spirit and poKtical intelb^ence; of 
making pubuo affairs an object of in- 
terest to their feelings and of exercise 
to their Acuities. ^ The supposition, 
moreover, involves inconsistent condi- 
tions ; for if the voter feels no interest 
in the final result, how or why can he 
be expected to feel anv in the process 
which leads to it? To wish to nave a 
particular individual for his representa- 
tive in parliament, is possible to a per- 
aon of a very moderate degree of virtue 
and intelligence ; and to wish to choose 
an elector who wiU elect that individual, 
is a natural consequence : but for a per- 
son who does not care who is elected, 
or feela bound to put that consideration 
in abeyance, to take any interest what- 
ever in merely naming the worthiest 
person to elect another according to his 
own judgment, implies a zeal for what 
is right in the abstraet, an habitual 



principle of duty for the sake of doty, 
which is possible only to persons of a 
rather high grade of cultivation, who, 
by the verv possession of it, show that 
thev may be, and deserve to be, trnsted 
with political power in a more direct 
shape. Of aU public functions which it 
is possible to confer on the poorer mem- 
bers of the community, this surely is 
the least calculated to kindle tneir 
feelings, and holds out least natural in- 
ducement to care for it, other than a 
virtuous determination to discharge 
conscientiously whatever duty one has 
to perform : and if the mass of electors 
eared enough about political affairs to 
set any value on so limited a participa* 
tion in them, they would not be hkely 
to be satisfied without one much more 
extonsfve. 

In the next place, admitting that a 
person who, fi*om his narrow range of 
cultivation, cannot judge well of the 
qualifications of a candidate for parlia- 
ment, may be a sufficient judge of the 
honesty and general capacity of some- 
body whom he may depute to choose 
a member of parliament for him ; I may 
remark, that if the voter acquiesces in 
this estimate of his capabilities, and 
really wishes to have the choice made 
for mm by a person in whom he places 
reliance, there is no need of any consti- 
tutional provision for the purpose ; he 
has onlv to ask this confidential person 
privately what candidate he had oetter 
vote for. In that case the two modes 
of election coincide in their result, and 
every advantage of indirect election is 
obtained under direct. The systems 
only diverge in their operation, if we 
suppose that the voter would prefer to 
use his own judgment in the choice of 
a representative, and only lets another 
choose for him because the law does 
not allow him a more direct mode of 
action. But if this be his state of 
mind ; if his will does not ^ along with 
the limitation which the' law imposes, 
and he desires to make a direct cnoice, 
he can do so notwithstanding the law. 
He has onlv to choose as elector a known 
partisan of the candidate he prefers, or 
some one who will pledge nimself to 
vote for that candidate. And this is 
se much the natural working of election 
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Ijf two stages, tliat, except in • oondi- 
tion of oomplete political indifference, 
H can soarcely be expected to act other- 
wise. It is m this way that the elec- 
tion of the President of the United 
States precticallj taken place-. Nomi- 
nally, the election is indirect : the popu- 
lation at large does not vote for the 
President ; it votes for electors who 
choose the President. But the electors 
are always chosen nnder an express 
engi^ment to vote for a particular 
candidate : nor does a citizen ever vote 
for an elector because of any pre- 
ference for the man ; he votes for the 
Lincoln ticket, or the Breckenridge 
ticket. It must be remembered, that 
the electors are not chosen in order that 
they may search the country and find 
the fittest person in it to be President, 
or to be a member of parliament. There 
would be something to be said for the 
practice if this were so: but it is not 
■0 ; nor ever will be, until mankind in 
general are of opinion, with Plato, that 
uie proper person to be entrusted with 
power is the person most unwilling to 
accept it. Tht electors are to make 
choice of one of those who have offered 
themselves as candidates : and those 
who choose the electors, already know 
who these are. If there is any political 
activity in the country, all electors, who 
care to vote at all, have made up their 
minds which of these candidates they 
would like to have ; and will make thi^ 
the sole consideration in nving their 
vote. The partisans of each candidate 
will have their list of electors ready, all 
pledged to vote for that individual ; and 
the only question practically asked of 
the primary elector will be^ which of 
these lists he^ will support 

The case in wfaicn election by two 
stages answers well in practice, is when 
the electors are not chosen solely as 
electors, but have other important rano- 
tions to discharge, which precludes their 
being selected solely as delegates to give 
a^ particular vote. This combination of 
circumstances exemplifies itself in an- 
other American institution, the Senate 
of the United States. That assembly, 
the Upper House, as it were, of Con- 
gress, IS considered to represent not the 
people directly, but the States as tuoh, 



and to be the guardian of that portion 
of their sovereign rights whi<£ they 
have not alienated. As the internal 
sovereignty of each State is, by the 
nature of an equal federation, equallj 
sacred whatever be the size or import- 
ance of the State, each returns to the 
Senate the same number of members 
(two), whether it be little Delaware, or 
the "Empire State" of New York. 
These members are not chosen by the 
population, but by the State Legisla- 
tures, themselves elected by the people 
of each State ; but as the whole orai- 
nary business of a legislative assembly, 
internal legislation and the control of 
the executive, devolves upota these 
bodies, they are elected with a view te 
those objects more than to the other; 
and in naming twopersons to represent 
the State in the federal Senate, they 
for the most part exercise their own 
judgment, with only that general refer- 
ence to nublic opinion necessary in idl 
acts of uie government of a democracy. 
The elections, thus made, have proved 
eminently successful, and are conspicu- 
ously the best of all the elections in the 
United States, the Senate invariably 
consisting of the most distinguished 
men among those who have made them- 
selves sufficiently known in public life. 
After such an example, it cannot be 
said that indirect popular election is 
never advantageous. Under certain 
conditions, it is the veiy best system 
that can be adopted. But those con 
ditions are hardlj to be obtained in 
practice, except in a federal govern- 
ment like that of the United States^ 
where the election can be entrusted to 
local bodies whose other functions ex- 
tend to the most important concerns ol 
the nation. The only bodies in any 
analogous position which exist, or are 
likely to exist, in this country, are the 
mumcipah'ties, or any other boarda 
which have been or may be created for 
similar local purposes. Few persons^ 
however, would think it any improve- 
ment in our parliamentary constitution, 
if the membeife for the Citgr of London 
were chosen by the Aiaermen and 
Common Council, and those for the 
borough of Marylebone avowedly, aa 
they already are virtually, by the vea 
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triet of the component parishes. Even 
if those bodies, considered merely as 
local boards, were far less objectionable 
than they are, the gaalities that wonld 
fit them for the hmited and peculiar 
duties of municipal or parochial tedile- 
■hip, are no guarantee of any special 
fitness to judge of the comparative qua- 
lifications of candidates for a seat in 
Parliament. They probably wOnld not 
fulfil this duty any better than it is ful- 
filled by the inhabitants voting directl v ; 
wMle, on the other hand, if fitness tor 
electing members of Parliament had 
to be taken into consideration in select- 
ing persons for the office of vestrymen 
or town councillors, many of those who 
are fittest for that more limited duty 
would inevitably be excluded from it, 
if only by the necessity there would be 
of choosmg persons whose sentiments 
in general politics agreed with those 
of the voters who elected them. The 
mere indirect political infiuence of 
town-councils, has alreadv led to a 
considerable perversion oi municipal 
elections fix)m their intended purpose, 
by making them a matter of party 
politics, n it were part of the duty 
of a man^s book-keeper or steward to 
choose his physician, he would not be 
likely to have a better medical atten- 
dant than *^ he chose one for himself 
while he would be restricted in his 
choice of a steward or book-keeper to 
such as might without too great danger 
to his health be entrusted with the 
other ofBce. 

It appears,^ therefore, that eveij 
benefit of indirect election which is 
attainable at all is attainable under 
direct ; that sucn of the benefits ex- 
pected from it, as would not be obtained 
under direct election, will just as much 
fail to be obtained under indirect; while 
the latter has considerable disadvan- 
tages peculiar to itself. The mere fact 
that it is an additional and superfluous 
wheel in the machinery, is no trifling 
objection. Its decided mferiority as a 
means of cultivating public spirit and 

Solitical intelligence, has already been 
welt upon : and if it had any enective 
operation at all — ^that is, if the primary 
electors did to any extent leave to their 
•ominees the selection of their parlia- 



mentary representatire, — the voter 
would be prevented bam identifying 
himself with his member of Parliament, 
and the member would feel a much 
less active sense of responsibility to his 
constituents. In addition to all this, 
the comparatively small number of per- 
sons in whose hands, at last, the elec- 
tion of a member of Parliament would 
reside, could not but afibrd great addi- 
tional facilities to intrigue, and to every 
form of corruption compatible with the 
station in life of the electors. The con- 
stituencieswould universally be reduced, 
in point of conveniences for bribery, to 
the condition of the small boroughs at 
present. It would be sufficient to gain 
over a small number at persons, to be 
certain of being returned. If it be said 
that the electors would be responsible 
to those who elected them, the answer 
is obvious, that, holding no permanent 
office, or position in the public eye, 
they would risk nothing by a corrupt 
vote except what they would care little 
for, not to be appointed electors again : 
and the main reliance must still be on 
the penalties for bribery, the insuffi- 
ciency of which reliance, in small con- 
stituencies, experience has made noto- 
rious to all the world. The evil would 
be exactly proportional to the amount 
of discretion left to the chosen electors. 
The only case in which they would 
probably be afraid to employ their vote 
for the promotion of their personal in- 
terest, would be when they were elected 
under an express pledge, as mere dele- 
gates, to carry, as it were, the votes of 
their constituents to the hustings. The 
moment the double sta^ of election 
began to have any effect, it would begin 
to have' a bad effect. And this we shall 
find true of the principle of indirect elec- 
tion however applied, except in circum- 
stances similar to those of the election 
of Senators in the United Stetes. 

The best which could be said for this 
political contrivance is, that in some 
states of opinion it might be a more 
practicable expedientthanthat of plural 
voting for giving to eveir member of 
the community a vote of some sort, 
without rendering the mere numerical 
majori^ predommant in Parliament: 
aa, for instance, if the present constitir 
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encj of this ooumtry were increased by 
the addition of a nnmeroos and select 
portion of the labouring classes, elected 
DjUie remainder. Circumstances might 
render inch a scheme a conyenient 



mode <^ temporaiy compromise, but it 
does not carry ont any principle snffi* 
ciently thoroi^hly to be likely to re- 
commend itself to any class of uunken 
as a permanent arrangement. 



CHAFTEB X. 



Of THB MODB OF TOTIHO. 



Thi question of greatest moment in 
regard to modes of voting, is that of 
secrecy or publicity; and to this we 
1^ at once address ourselves. 

It would be a great mistake to make 
the discussion timi on sentimentalities 
about skulking or cowardice. Secrecy 
is justifiable in many cases, imperative 
in some, and it is not cowardice to seek 
protection against evils which are 
nonestly avoidable. Nor can it be rea- 
sonably maintained that no cases are 
conceivable, in which secret voting is 
preferable to public. But I must con- 
tend that these cases, in affairs of a 
political character, are the exception, 
not the rule. 

The present is one of the many in- 
stances in which, as I have already 
had occasion to remark, the spirit of 
an institution, the impression it makes 
on the mind of the citizen, is one of 
the most important parts of its opera- 
tion. The spirit of vote by ballot---the 
interpretation likely to be ^ut on it in 
the mind of an elector — ^is that the 
sufirage is given to him for himself; 
for his particular use and benefit, and 
not as a trust for the public. For if it 
is indeed a trust, if the public are en- 
titled to his vote, are not they entitled 
to know his vote ? This false and per- 
nicious impression may well be made 
on the ge?>erality, since it has been 
made on most of tnose who of late years 
have been conspicuous advocates of the 
ballot. The doctrine was not so under- 
stood by its earlier promoters ; but the 
effect of a doctrine on the mind is best 
shown, not in those who form it, but in 
those who are formed by it. Mr. Bright 
and his school of democrats think them- 
Mlvee greatly oonoemod in maintain- 



ing that the franchise is what they 
term a right, not a trust. Now tins 
one idea, taking root in the general 
mind, does a moral mischief outweigh- 
ing all the ^ood that the badlot could 
do, at the highest possible estimate of 
it. In whatever way we define or un- 
derstand the idea of a right, no person 
can have a right ^except in the purely 
legal sense) to power over others: 
every such power, which he is allowed 
to possess, is morally, in the fiillesl 
force of the term^ a trust. But the 
exercise of any pohtical function, either 
as an elector or as a representative, is 
power over others. Those who say that 
the sufirage is not a trust but a right, 
will scarcely accept the conclusions to 
which their doctrine leads. If it is a 
right, if it belongs to the voter for his 
own sake, on what ^und can we 
blame him for selling it, or using it to 
recommend himself to any one whom 
it is his interest to please ? A person 
is not expected to consult exclusively 
the public benefit in the use he makes 
of his house, or his three per cent 
stock, OT anything else to which he 
really has a right. The sufirage is in- 
deed due to him, among other reasons, 
as a means to his own protection, but 
only against treatment irom which he 
is equally bound, so far as depends on 
his vote, to protect every one of Us 
fellow-citiyens. His vote is not a thing 
in which he has an option ; it has no 
more to do with his personal wishes 
than the verdict of a juryman. It is 
strictly a matter of duty * he is bound 
to give it according to nis best and 
most conscientious opinion of the publio 
^ood. Whoever has any other idea of 
It is tmfit to have the si^&age; itf 
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zfleei on bim if to pervert, not to ele- 
vate hia mind. Instead of opening his 
heart to an existed patriotism ana the 
obligation of public duty, it awakens 
and nourishes in him the disposition to 
use a public function for his own inte^ 
rest, pleasure, or caprice; the same 
feelings and purposes, on a humbler 
Bcale, which actuate a despot and op> 
pressor. Now^ an ordinary citizen m 
any public position, or on whom there 
devolves any social function, is certain 
to think and feel, respecting the obli- 
gations it imposes on him. exactly 
what society appears to think and feel 
in conferring it. - What seems to be 
expected from him by society forms a 
standard which he ma^ fall below, but 
which he will seldom nse above. And 
the interpretation which he is almost 
sure to put upon secret voting, is that 
he is not bound to give his vote with 
any reference to those who are not 
allowed to know how he gives it ^ but 
may bestow it simply as he feels 
inclined. 

This is the decisive reason why the 
argument does not hold, from the use 
of the ballot in clubs and jprivate so- 
cieties, to its adoption in parqamentary 
elections. A member of a club is really, 
what the elector falsely believes him- 
self to be, uifder no omigation to con- 
sider the wishes or interests of any one 
else. He declares nothing by his vote, 
bnt that he is or is not wuling to asso- 
ciate, in a manner more or haa close, 
with a particular person. This is a 
matter on which, by universal admis- 
sion, his own pleasure or inclination is 
entitled to decide : and that he should 
be able so to decide it without risking 
a quarrel, is best for every bod}, ihe 
rejected person included. An a(2di- 
tional reason rendering the ballot un- 
objectionable in these cases, is that it 
does not necessarily or naturally lead 
to Iving. The persons concerned are 
of tne same class or rank, and it would 
be considered improper in one of them 
to press another with questions as to 
how be had voted. It is far otherwise 
in parliamentary elections, and is likely 
to remain so, as long as the social rela- 
tions exist which produce the demand 
{or the ballot ', as louf^ as one person is 



sufficiently the superior of another, to 
think himself entitled to dictate his 
vote. And while this is the case, si- 
lence or an evasive answer is certain 
to be construed as proof that the vote 
given has not been that which was 
desired. 

In anv political election, even by 
universal sufirage (and still more 
obviously in the case of a restricted 
suf&agej. the voter is under an absolute 
moral oDligation to consider the inte- 
rest of the public, not his private ad' 
vantage, ana give his vote to the best 
of his judgment, exactly as he would 
be bound to do if he were the sole 
voter, and the election depended upon 
him alone. This being aomitted, it is 
at least a primA facie consequence, 
that the du^ of voting, Hke any other , 
public duty, should be performed under 
the eye and criticism of the pubUc; 
every one of whom has not only au 
interest in its performance, but a goori 
title to consider himself wronged if it 
b performed otherwise than nonesti/ 
and carefully. Undoubtedly neither 
this nor any other maxim of political 
morality is absolutely inviolable; it 
may be overruled by still more cogent 
considerations. But its weight is such 
that the cases which admit of a depar- 
ture from it must be of a strikingly 
exceptional character. 

It may, unquestionably, be the fact, 
that if we attempt, by publicity, to 
make the voter responsible to the 
public for his vote^ he will practically 
oe made responsible for it to some 
powerful individual, whose interest is 
more opposed to the general interest of 
the community, than that of the voter 
himself would be, i( by the shield of 
secresy, he were released from respon- 
sibility altogether. When this is the 
condition, in a high degree, of a large 
proportion of the voters, the ballot 
may be the smaller eviL^ When the 
voters are slaves, anything mav be 
tolerated which enables them to throw 
ofifthe yoke. The strongest case for 
the ballot is when the mischievous 
power of the Few over the Many is 
mcreasing. In the decline of the 
Roman republic^ the reasons for the 
ballot were irresistible. The oligarchy 
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Wds jearly becoming richer and more 
^rannical, the people poorer and more 
^pebdent, ana it was necessary to 
erect stronger and stronger barriers 
against such abuse of the franchise as 
tendered it but an instrument the more 
in the hands of unprincipled persons of 
consequence, ^s little can it be 
doubted that' the ballot, so far as it 
existed, had a beneficial operation in 
the Athenian constitution. Even in 
the least nnstable of the Grecian com- 
monwealths, freedom might be for the 
time destroyed by a single unfairly 
obtained popular vote : and though the 
Athenian voter was not sufficiently 
dependent to be habitually coerced, he 
might have been bribed, or intimidated 
by the lawless outrages of some knot of 
individuals, such as were not uncom- 
mon even at Athens among the youth 
of rank and fortune. The ballot was 
in these cases a valuable instrument of 
order, and conduced to the Eunomia 
by which Athens was distinguished 
among the ancient commonwealths. 

But in the more advanced states of 
modem Europe, and especially in this 
country, the power of coercing voters 
has declined and is declining ; and bad 
voting is now less to be apprehended 
from the influences to whicn the voter 
is subject at the hands of others, than 
from the sinister interests and dis- 
creditable feeling which belong to 
himself either mdividually or as a 
member of a class. To secure him 
against the first, at the cost of remov- 
ing all restraint from the last, would 
be to exchange a smaller and a dimi- 
mshing evil for a greater and in- 
creasing one. On this topic, and on 
the question generally, as applicable 
to England at the present date, I have, 
in a pamphlet on Parliamentary Be- 
form, expressed myself in terms which 
as I do not feel that I can improve 
upon, I will venture here to transcribe. 

* Thirty years ago, it was still true 
that in the election of members of- 
Parliament, the main evil to be guarded 
against was that which the ballot 
would exclude — coercion by landlords, 
employers, and customers. At present, 
I conceive, a much greater source of 
evil V the selfistmesa, or the selfish 



partialities, of the voter himself A 
base and mischievous vote is now, I 
am convinced, much oftener given from 
the voter's personal interest, or class 
interest, or some mean feeling in his 
own mind, than from any fear of conse- 
quences at the hands of others : and to 
tnese influences the ballot would 
enable him to yield himself up, free 
fr^m all sense of shame or responsi- 
TJili^. 

*1ji times not long gone by, th« 
higher and richer classes were in ftota' 

?lete possession of the go\.«mn*ent. 
'heir power was the master ^srievance 
of the coimtiy. The habit ol roting at 
the bidding of an employer, or of a 
landlord, was so firmly established, 
that hardly anything was capable of 
shaking it but a strong popular enthu- 
siasm, seldom known to exist but in a 
good cause. A vote given in opposi- 
tion to these influences was therefore, 
in general, an honest, a public-spirited 
vote ; but in any case, and by what- 
ever motive dictoted, it was almost 
sure to be a good vote, for it was a 
vote against the monster evil, the over- 
ruling influence of oligarchy. Could 
the voter at that time have been 
enabled, with safety to himself to ex- 
ercise his privilege freely, even though 
neither honestly nor intelligently, it 
would have been a srekt gain to re- 
form ; for it would nave broken the 
yoke of the then ruling power in the 
country — the power which had created 
and which maintained all that was 
bad in the institutions and the admi- 
nistration of the State— the power of 
landlords and boroughmongers. 

* The ballot was not adopted ; but 
the progress of circumstances has done 
and is doing more and more, in this 
respect, the work of the ballot. Both 
the political and the social state of the 
country, as they affect this question, 
have greatly changed, and are chang- 
ing every day. The higher classes arc 
not now masters of the country. A 
person must be blind to all the signs 
of the times, who could think that the 
middle classes are as subservient to the 
higher, or the working classes as de- 
pendent on the higher and middle, as 
they were a quarter of a century •jpv 
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Tlie erentfl of tbat quarter of a century 
have not only taught each class to 
know its own collective strength, but 
have put the individuals of a lower 
class in a condition to show a much 
bolder front to those of a higher. In a 
majority of cases, the voto of the 
'dlectors, whether in opposition to or in 
accordance with the wishes of their 
superiora, is not now the effect of 
coercion ^hich there are no longer the 
same means of applying, but the ex- 
pression of their own personal or poli- 
tical partialities. The very vices of 
the nresMut electoral system are a proof 
of tnis. The growth of bribery, so 
loudly complained o( and the spread 
of the contagion to places formerly free 
from it, are evidence that the local in- 
fluences are no longer paramount; 
that the electors now vote to please 
themselves, and not other people. 
There is, no doubt, in counties, and in 
the smaller boroughs, a large amount 
of servile dependence still remaining ; 
but the temper of the times is adverse 
to it, and the force of events is con- 
stantly tending to diminish it. A good 
tenant can now feel that he is as valu- 
able to his landlord as his landlord is 
to him; a prosperous tradesman can 
afford to feel independent of any par- 
ticular customer. At every election 
the votes are more and more the voter^s 
own. It is their minds, fiur more than 
their personal circumstances, that now 
require to be emancipated. They are 
no longer passive instruments of other 
men's will—mere organs for putting 
power into the hands of a controlling 
oligarchy. The electors themselves 
are becoming the oligarchy. 

' Exactly in proportion as the vote 
of the elector is determined by his own 
will, and not by that of somebody who 
IB hiB master, his position is similar to 
that of a member of Parliament, and 
publicity is indispensable. So long as 
any portion of the commuuity are un- 
reprusented, the argument of the 
Chartists, against ballot in conjunction 
with a restncted suffi'age, is unassail- 
able. The present electors, and the 
bulk of those whom anv probable Re- 
form Bill would add to tne number, are 
the middle class ; and have ay much a 



class interest, distinct from the work, 
ing classes, as landlords or great 
manufacturers. Were the suffi'age 
extended to all skilled labourers, even 
these would, or might, still have a 
class interest distinct from the un- 
skilled. Suppose it extended to all 
men — suppose that what was formerly 
called by the misapplied name of uni- 
versal Bufirage, and now bv the silly 
title of manhood sufirage, oecame the 
law; the voters would still have a 
class interest, as distinguished from 
women. Suppose that Uiere were a 
question before the Legislature 
specially affecting women ; as whether 
women should be allowed to graduate 
at Universities ; whether the mild 
penalties inflicted on ruffians who beat 
their wives daily almost to death's 
door, should be exchanged for some- 
thing more effectual ; or suppose that 
any one should propose in the British 
Parliament, what one State after an- 
other in America is enacting not by a 
mere law, but by a provision of their 
revised Constitutions — that married 
women should have a right to their 
own property. Are not a man's wife 
and daughters entitled to know whe- 
ther he votes for or against a candidate 
who will support these propositions ? 

* It will of course be objected, that 
these argumente derive all their weight 
from the supposition of an unjust state 
of the Buffi^ge : That if the opinion of 
the non-electors is likely to make the 
elector vote more honestly, or more 
beneficially, than he would vote if left 
to himself they are more fit to be 
electors than he is, and ought to have 
thov franchise : That whoever is fit to 
influence electors, is fit to be an 
elector: That those to whom voters 
ought to be responsible, should be 
themselves voters; and being such, 
should have the safeguard of the ballot, 
to shield them from the undue influ- 
ence of powerful individuals or classes 
to whom they ought not to be respon- 
sible. 

*This argument is speciouB, and I 
once thought it conclusive. It now 
appears to me fallacious. All who sre 
fit to influence electors are not, for 1 aat 
reason, fit to be themselyeB electoia 
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This last is a mnch greater power than 
the former, and those may oe ripe for 
the minor political (unction, who could 
not as yet be safely trusted with the 
superior. The opinions and wishes of 
the poorest and rudest class of labourers 
may be very useful as one influence 
among others on the minds of the 
voters, as well as on those of the Le- 
gislature ; and yet it might be highly 
mischievous to give them the prepon- 
derant influence, by admitting them, 
in their present state of morals and 
Intelligence, to the full exercise of the 
sufirage. It is precisely this indirect 
influence of those who have not the 
suffi*age over those who have, which, 
by its progressive growth, softens the 
transition to eveiy fi^sh extension of 
the franchise, and is the n^eans by 
which, when the time is ripe, the ex- 
tension is peacefully brought about. 
But there is another and a still deeper 
consideration, which should never be 
left out of the account in political spe- 
culations. The notion is itself un- 
founded, that publicity, and the sense 
of being answerable to the public, are 
of no ase unless the public are quali- 
fied to form a sound judgment. It is 
a very superficial view of the utility of 
public opmion, to suppose that it does 
good, only when it succeeds in en- 
forcing a servile conformity to itself. 
To be under the eyes of others — to 
have to defend oneself to others — ^is 
never more important than to those 
who act in opposition to the opinion of 
others, for it obliges them to have sure 
ground of their own. Nothing has so 
steadying an influence as working 
against pressure. Unless when under 
the temporary sway of passionate ex- 
citement, no one will do that which he 
expects to be greatly blamed for, unless 
from a preconceived and fixed purpose 
of his own ; which is always evidence 
of a thoughtful and deliberate charac- 
ter, and, except in radically bad men, 
generally proceeds from smcere and 
strong personal convictions. Even the 
bare fact of having to give an account 
of their conduct, is a powerful induce- 
ment to adhere to conauct of which at 
least some decent account can be 
givon. If any ooA thinks that the 



mere oUigation of preserving ^eency 
is not a very considerable check on m 
abuse of power, he has never had \um 
attention called to the conduct of those 
who do not feel under the necessity of 
observing that restraint. Publicity is 
inappreciable, even when it does ne 
more than prevent that which can by 
no possibility be plausibly de.^c'.nded— 
than compel delioeration, ana foroe 
every one to determine, before he acts, 
what he shall say if called to acoooot 
for his actions. 

' But, if not now (it may be said), at 
least hereafter, when all are fit to nave 
votes, and when all men and women 
are admitted to vote in virtue of their 
fitness; then there can no longer be 
danger of class legislation ; then the 
electors, being the nation, can have no 
interest apart from the general interest: 
even if individuals still vote acccmiing 
to private or class inducements, the 
maiority will have no such inducement ; 
and as there will then be no non-elec- 
tors to whom they ought to be respon- 
sible, the effect of the ballot, excluding 
none but the sinister influences, will be 
wholly beneficial. 

'Even in this I do not agree. I 
cannot think that even if the people 
wera fit for, and had obtained, univei^ 
sal suflra^, the ballot would be. desir- 
able. First, because it could not, in 
such circumstances, be supposed to be 
needful Let us only conceive the 
state of things which the hypothesis 
implies ; a people universally educated, 
and evenr grownup liuman being pos- 
sessed of^^a vote, lit ^^^^ when only t 
small proportion Ytre electors, and the 
majority of the population almost nn< 
educated, public opinion is already, ^ 
every one now sees that it is, th^ 
ruling power in the last resort ; it is t 
chimera to suppose that over a com- 
munity who all read, and who aU have 
votes, any power could be exercised bv 
landlords and rich people against their 
own inclination, which it would be at 
all difficult for them to throw o£ But 
though the protection of secrecy would 
then be neealess, the control of publi- 
city would be as needful as ever. Tlie 
universal observation of mankind hat 
been very faUacions, if the mere fact of 
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being one of the commnnify, and not 
being in a position of pronounced con- 
trariH;y of interest to the public at 
large, is enough to ensure the per- 
formance of a public duty, without 
either the irtimulus or the restraint de- 
rived from the opinion of our fellow- 
creatures. A man's own particular 
share of the public interest, even 
though he may have no private inte- 
rest drawing him in the opposite di- 
rection, is not, as a general rule, found 
sufficient to make lum do his duty to 
the public without other external in- 
ducements. Neither can it be ad- 
mitted*that even if all had voles, they 
would give their votes as honestly in 
secret as in public. The proposition 
that the electors, when they compose 
the whole of the community, cannot 
have an interest in voting against the 
interest of the community, will be 
found on examination to have more 
sound than meaning in it. Though 
the community as a whole can have 
(as the terms imply) no other interest 
than its collective interest, anv or every 
individual in it may. A man s interest 
consists of whatever he takes an inte- 
rest in. Everybody has as many dif- 
ferent interests as he has feelmgs; 
likings or dislikings, either of a selnsh 
or of a better kind. It cannot be said 
that any of these, taken by itself^ con- 
stitutes " his interest :" he is a good 
man or a bad, according as he prefers 
one class of his interests or another. 
A man who is a tvrant at home will 
be apt to sympathize with tvranny 
(when not exercised over himself) : he 
will be almost certain not to sympathize 
with resistance to tyranny. An envi- 
ous man will vote against Aristides 
because he is called the Just. A selfish 
man will prefer even a trifling indivi- 
dual benefit, to his share of the advan- 
tage which his country would derive 
from a good law ; because interests pe- 
culiar to himself are those which the 
haHts of his mind both dispose him to 
tlwell on, and make him best able to 
estmiate. A great number of the 
electors will have two sets of prefer- 
ences — those on private, and those on 
]Niblic grounds. The last are the only 
tmeswEich the elector would Uk^ to 



avow. The best side of their character 
is that which people are anxious to 
show, even to those "who are no bettet 
than themselves. People will give dis- 
hone^ or mean totetf from lucre, from 
malice, from pique, from personal 
rival/y, even from the interests or pre- 
judices of class or sect, more readily in 
secret than in public. And cases exist 
— they may come to be more frequent — 
in which almost the only restraint 
upon ir majority of knaves consists in 
their involuntary respect for the opi- 
nion of an honest minoritv. In such a 
case as that of the repudiating States 
of North America, is there not some 
check to the unprincipled voter in the 
shame of looking an honest man in the 
face? Since aU this good would be 
sacrificed by the ballot, even in the 
circumstances most favourable to it, a 
much stronger case is requisite than 
can now be made out for its necessity 
(and the case is continually becoming 
still weaker) to make its adoption do* 
sirable.'* 

On the other debateable points con- 
nected with the mode of voting, it is 
not necessary to expend so many words. 
The system of personal representation, 
as organized by Mr. Hare, renders ne- 
cessary the employment of voting 
papers. But it appears to me indis- 
pensable that the signature of the elec- 
tor should be affixed to the paper at a 
public polling place, or if there be no 
such place conveniently accessible, at 
some office open to all the world, and 
in the presence of a responsible public 
officer. The proposal which has been 
thrown out of allowing the voting 
papers to be filled up at the voter^s own 
residence, and sent by the post, or 
called for by a public officer, 1 should 
regard as fatal. The act would be 
done in the absence of the salutary and 
the presence of all the pernicious infiu- 
ences. The briber mi^ht, in the shelter 
of privacv; behold with his own eyea 
his bargain fulfilled, and the intimidator 
could see the extorted obedience ren- 
dered irrevocably on the spot; while 
the beneficent counter-infiuence of the 
presence of those who knew the voter*! 

« " Thoughts OD PArliain«ntM7 Reform,' 
2ndcd. pp 32-30. 
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rea\ fleAtimenta. and the inflpirin^ efiect 
of the sympathy of those of his own 
party or opinion, would be shut out.* 

Tne pomng places should be so nu- 
merous as to be within easy reach of 
eTery voter; and no expenses of con- 
Teyanoe, at the cost of the candidate, 
should be tolerated under any pretext. 
The infirm, and they only on medical 
certificate, should have the right of 
claiming suitable carriage conveyance, 
at the cost of the State, or of the loca- 
lity. Hustings, poll clerks, and all the 
necessary machinery of elections, should 

* * Thlf •zp6di«nt hmt been recommtiided, 
both on the score of nriag expense, and <m 
that Ot obtaining the votes of many electors 
who otherwise would not vot^ and who are 
rc^Sarded b j the advocates of the plan as a 
pi^icnlarljr derirable class of voters. The 
scheme has been carried into practice in the 
electicm of poor>law guardians, and its suc- 
cess in that instance is appealed to in favoar 
of adopting it in the more important case of 
voting for a member of the Legislature. But 
the two cases appear to me to differ in the 
point on which the benefits of the expedient 
depend. In a local election for a special kind 
of administrative business, which consists 
mainly in the dispensation of a public fund. 
It is an object to prevent the choice from 
being exclusively in the hands of those who 
actively oonoem themselves about it; for the 
public interest which attaches to the election 
being of a limited kind, and in most eases not 
very great in degree, the disposition to make 
themitelves busy in the matter Is apt to be in 
a great measure confined to pei-sons who hope 
to turn their activity to their own orivate 
advantage ; and it may be very desirable to 
render the intervention of other people as 
little onerous to them as possible, if only for 
the purpose of swamping these private into- 
reste. But when the matter in hand is the^ 
great business of national government, in 
which every one must take an interest who 
cares for anything out of himself, or who 
eai«s tven for himself intelligently, it is much 
rather an object to prevent those from voting 
who are Indiffeient to the subject, titan to 
Induce them to vote I y any other means than 
that of awakeninx their dormant minds. 
The voter who does not care enough about 
the election to go to the poll, is the very man 
who, if be can vote without that small trouble, 
will give his vote to the first person who asks 
for it, or on the most trifling or frivolous in- 
ducement. A man who does not care whe- 
ther be votes, is not likely to care much 
which way he votes; and he who is in that 
■tate of mind has no moral right to vote at 
all ; since, if he does so, a vote which is not 
the expression of a conviction, counts for as 
much, and goes as far in determining the 
result, as one which represents the tbougbu I 
tad purposes of « lii:''^Tioufiht9, fc, p 30. I 



be at the public chai*ge. Not only Qit 
candidate should not be required, he 
should not be permitted, to incur any 
but a limited and trifling exnense for 
his election. Mr. Hare thinks it de- 
sirable that a sum of 502. should be re- 
quired firom everyone who places hk 
name on the list of candidates, to pre- 
vent persons who have no chance of 
success, and no real intention of at> 
tempting it, from becoming candidates 
in wantonness or from mere love of no- 
toriety, and perhaps carrying ofi* a few 
votes wluch are needed ror the return 
of more serious aspirants There is 
one expense which a candidate "br his 
supj)orters cannot help incurring, and 
which it can hardW be expected that 
the public should defray for every one 
who may choose to demand it ; that of 
making nis claims known to the elec- 
tors, by advertisements, placards, and 
circulars. For all necessary expenses 
of this kind the 502. proposed by Mr. 
Hare, if allowed to be drawn upon for 
these purposes (it might be made 1002. 
if requisite), oucht to be sufficient. If 
the friends of the candidate choose to 
go to expense for committees and can- 
vassing, there are no means of pre- 
venting them ; but such expenses out 
of the candidate's own pocket, or any 
expenses whatever bevond the deposit 
of 502. (or 1002.) should be illegal and 

}>unishable. If there appeared any 
ikelihood that opinion would refuse to 
connive at falsehood, a declaration on 
oath or honour should be required from 
every member on taking his seat^ that 
he had not expended, nor would expend, 
money or money's worth, beyond the 
502., directly or indirectly, for tne pur- 
poses of his election ; and if thn a8ser> 
tion were proved to be false ur the 
pled^ to have been broken, he should 
be bable to the penalties of perjury. 
It is probable that those penalties, by 
showing that the Legislature was ia 
earnest, would turn the course of opi- 
nion in the same direction, and would 
hinder it from regarding, as it has 
hitherto done, this most serious crime 
against society as a venial peccadillo. 
When once this effect has been pro- 
duced, there need be no doubt that the 
declaration on oath or honour would ba 
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Qonsidered binding.* 'Opinion tolo- 
rates a false disclaimer, only when it 
already tolerates the thing disclaimed.* 
This is notoriously the case with regard 
to electoral corruption. .There has 
msveryet been, among political men, 

* Several of the witnesses before the Com- 
osittee of the House of Commons in 1860, on 
the operation of the Corrupt Practices Pre- 
vention Act, some of them of great practical 
experience in election matters, were favour- 
able (either absolutely or as a last resort) 
to the principle of requiring a declaration 
firom members of Parliament ; and were of 
opinion that, if supported by penalties, it 
would be, to a great degree, effectual.— 
iJSvidmee, pp. 46, 54-7,67, 123,198-202,208.) 
The Cliief Commissioner of the Wakefield 
Inquiry said (in reference certainly to a 
different proposal), * If they see that the Le- 
gislature is earnest upon the subject, the 
machinery will work. ... I am quite 
sore that if some personal stigma were ap- 
plied upon conviction of bribery, it would 
change the current of public opinion.' (pp. 
26 and 32.) A distinguished member of the 
Committee (and of the present Cabinet) 
seemed to think it very objectionable to 
attach the penalties of perjury to a merely 
promissory as distitignishedfrom an assertory 
oath: but he was reminded, that the oath 
taken by a witness in a court of justice is a 
promissory oath : and the rejoinder (that the 
witness's promise relates to an act to be done 
at once, while the member's would be a pro- 
mise for all ftiture time) would only be to the 
purpose, if it could be supposed that the 
swearer might forget the obligation he had 
entered into, or could possibly violate it un- 
awares : contingencies which, in a case like 
the present, are out ot the question. 

A more substantial difficulty is, that one 
of the forms most frequently assumed by 
election expenditure, is that of subscriptions 
to local charities, or other local objects ; and 
it would be a strong measure to enact that 
money should not be given in charity, within 
a place, by the member for it. When such 
subscriptions are bondjlde, the popularity 
which may be derived from them is an ad- 
vantage which it seems hardly possible to 
deny to superior riches. But the greatest 
part of the mischief consists in the &ct that 
money so contributed is empk>yed in bribery, 
under the euphemistic name of keeping up 
the member's interest. To guard against 
this, it should be part of the member's pro- 
missory declaration, that all sums expended 
hj him in the place, or for any purpose con 
peoted with it or with any of its inhabitants, 
(with the exception perhaps of his own hotel 
expenses,) should pass throttgh the hands of 
the election auditor, and be by him (and not 
by the member himself or his fi4ends) applied 
to Its declared purpose 

The principle of making all lawAtl expenses 
of elections a charge not upon the candidate, 
but upon the locality, was upheld by two of 
the best witaesses. (pp. 20, 66-70, 277.) 



any real and serious attempt to prevent 
bribery, because there has been no real 
desire that elections should not be 
costly. Their costliness is an advan- 
tage to those who can afibrd the ex- 
pense, by excluding a multitude of 
competitors ; and anything, however 
noxious, is cherished as having a con- 
servative tendency, if it limits the ac- 
cess to Parliament to rich men. This 
is a rooted feeling among our legislators 
of both political parties, and is almost 
the only point on which I believe them 
to be really ill-intentioned. They caro 
comparatively little who votes, as long 
as they feel assured that none but per- 
sona of their own class can be voted 
for. They know that they can rely on 
the fellow-feeling of one of their class 
with another, while the subservience of 
nauveaux enrichia who are knocking 
at the door of the class, is a still surer 
reliance ; and that nothing very hostile 
to the class interests or feelings of the 
rich need be apprehended under ths 
most democratic sufilrage, as long ai 
democratic persons can be prevented 
from being elected to Parliament But, 
even from their own point of view, this 
balancing of evil by evil, instead of 
combimnggood with good, is a wretched^ 
policy. The object snould be to bring 
together the best members of both 
classes, under such a tenure as shall 
induce them to lay aside their clasii 
preferences, and pursue jointly the 
path traced by the common interest; 
instead of allowing the class feelings 
of the Many to have frill swing in the 
constituencies, subject to the impedi- 
ment of having to act through persons 
imbued with the dass feelings of the 
Few. 

There is scarcely any mode in which 
political institutions are more morallv 
mischievous — work greaterevil through 
their spirit — than by representing 
political frmctions as a favour to be 
conferred, a thing which the depositary 
is to ask for as desiring it for nimself, 
and even pay for as if it were de- 
signed for his pecuniary benefit. Men 
are not fond oi paying large sums for 
leave to perform a laborious duty. 
Plato had a much juster view of the 
conditions of good government, when 
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he anerted thai the persons who 
shoold be sought oat to be invested 
with political power are those who are 
personally most averse to it, and that 
the only motive which can be relied 
Kk for inducing the fittest men to take 
Bpon themselves the toils of govern- 
ment, is the fear of being^vemed by 
worse men. What must an elector 
think, when he sees three or four 
gentlemen, none of them previously 
observed to be lavish of their money 
on projects of disinterested beneficence, 
▼ving with one another in the sums 
tney expend to be enabled to write 
M.r. after their names? ^ Is it likely 
he will suppose that it is for his in- 
terest thepr incur all this cost ? And 
if he forms an uncomplimentary 
opinion of their part in the afiair, what 
moral obligation is he likely to feel as 
to his own? Politicians are fond of 
treating it as the dream of enthusiasts, 
that the electoral body will ever be 
uncorrupt: truly enough, \mtil thdy 
are willing to become so themselves ; 
for the electors, assuredly, will take 
their moral tone from the candidates. 
80 long as the elected member, in anv 
shape or manner, pays for his seat, all 
endeavours will fail to make the busi- 
ness of election anything but a selfish 
bargain on all sides. * So long as the 
candidate himself, and the customs of 
the world, seem to regard the function 
of a member of parliament less as a 
duty to be discharged, than a personal 
&vour to be solicited, no emrt will 
avail to implant in an ordinary voter 
the feeling that the election of a mem- 
ber of parliament is also a matter of 
duty, and that he is not at liberty to 
bestow his vote on any other con- 
sideration than that of personal fitness.* 
The same principle -which demands 
that no payment of money, for election 
purposes, should be either required or 
tolerated on the part of the person 
elected, dictates another conclusion, 
apparently of contrary tendency, but 
really directed to the same object. It 
negatives what has often been proposed 
as a means of rendering Parliameut ac- 
cessible to persons of<all ranks and 
circumstances ; the payment of mem- 
bers of parliament. li, as in some of 
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our ci^onies, there are scarcely any 5t 
persons who can afford to attend to as 
unpaid occupation, the payment should 
be an indemnity for foes of time or 
money, not a sahupr. The greater 
latitude of choice which a salary would 
give is an illusory advantage. No re- 
muneration which anv one would 
think of attaching to the post would 
attract to it those who were seriously 
engaged in other lucrative professions, 
with a prospect of succeeding in them. 
The business of a member of parlia- 
ment would therefore become an occu- 
pation in itself; carried on, like other 
professions, with a view chiefly to its 
pecuniary returns, and under the de- 
moralizing influences of an occupation 
essentially precarious. It would be- 
come an olject of desire to adventurers 
of a low class; and 658 persons in 
possession^ with ten or twentv times 
as many in expectancy, woula be in- 
cessantly bidding to attract or retain 
the suffrages of the electors, by pro- 
mising all things, honest or dishonest, 
possible or impossible, and rivalling 
each other in pandering to the meanest 
feelings and most ignorant prejudices 
of the vulgarest part of the crowd. 
The auction between Cleon and the 
sausage-seller in Aristophanes is a fair 
caricature of what would be alwavs 

foingon. Such an institution would 
e a perpetual blister applied to the 
most peccant parts of human nature. 
It amounts to offering 658 prizes for 
the most successful flatterer, the most 
adroit misleader, of a body of his 
fellow-countrymen. Under no despot- 
ism has there been euch an organized 
system of tillage for raisine a rich crop of 
vicious courtiership.* When, by reason 

* 'As Mr. Lorim«r remarks, bj creating 
a pecuniary inducement to persons of the 
lowest class to devote themselves to public 
affairs, the calling of the demagogue would 
be formallj inaugurated. Nothing is more 
to be deprecated than making it the prirate 
interest of a number of active persons to 
urge the form of government in the direction 
of its natural perversion. The indications 
which either a multitude or an individual 
can give, when merely left to their own weak* 
nesses, afford but a faint idea of what those 
weaknesses would become when played upon 
by a thousand flatterers. If there were 658 
l)laoes of certain, however moderate, emolH* 
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of pre-eminent qualifications (as ma^ at 
any time happen to be the case^, it is 
desirable that a person entirely without 
Independent means, either denyed from 
property or from a trade or profession, 
should be brought into Parliament to 
render services which no other person 
accessible can render as well, there is 
the resource of a public subscription ; 
he may be supported while in rarlia- 
ment, like Andrew Marvel, by the con- 
tributions of his constituents. This 
mode is unobjectionable, for such an 
hcmour will never be paid to mere sub- 



serviency : bodies of men do not care 
so much for the difierenoe between one 
sycophant and another, as to go to the 
expense of his maintenance in order to 
be flattered by that particular indi« 
vidual. Such a support will only be 
given in consideration of striking and 
impressive personal qualities, which 
though no absolute proof of fitness to 
be a national representative, are some 
presumption of it, and, at all events, 
some guarantee for the possession of 
an independent opinion and wiU. 
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After how long a term should mem- 
bers of parliament be subject to re- 
election? The principles involved are 
here -very obvious; tne difficulty lies 
in their application. On the one hand, 
the member ought not to have so long 
a tenure of his seat as to make him 
forget his responsibility, take his duties 
easily, conduct them with a view to his 
own personal advantage, or neglect 
those free and public conferences with 
his constituents, which, whether he 
agrees or differs with them, are one of 
the benefits of representative govem- 
Dient. On the otner hand, he should 
have such a term of of^ce to look for- 
ward to, as will enable him to be 
judged not by a single act, but by his 
course of action. It is important that 
he should have the greatest latitude of 
individual opinion and discretion, com- 
patible with the popular control essen- 
tial to free government ; and for this 
purpose it is necessary that the control 
should be exercised, as in any case it is 
best exercised, after sufficient time has 
been given him to show all the qualities 
ho possesses, and to prove that there 

ment, to be gained by persuading the multi- 
tude that ignorance is as good as knowledge, 
and better, it is terrible odds that they would 
believe uid act upon the lesson.'-— {Article in 
FroHT^t Magwrins for April 1859, tieaded 
* Rfcent Writers on Reform.') 



is some other way than that of a mere 
obedient voter and advocate of their 
opinions, by which he can render him- 
self in the eyes of his constituents a de- 
sirable and creditable representative. 

It is impossible to fix, by any uni- 
versal rule, the boundary between these 
principles. Where the democratic 
power in the constitution is weak or 
over-passive, and requires stimulation ; 
where the representative, on leaving his 
constituents, enters at once into a courtly 
or aristocratic atmosphere, whoso influ- 
ences all tend to deflect his course into a 
different direction from the popular one, 
to tone down any democratic feelings 
which he may have brought with him, 
and make him forget the wishes and 
grow cool to the interests of those who 
chose him; the obligation of a fre- 
quent return to them for a renewal of 
his commission, is indispensable to 
keeping his temper and character up to 
the right mark. Even three years, in 
such circumstances, are almost too long 
a period ; and any longer term is ab- 
solutely inadmissible. Where, on the 
contrary, democracy is the ascendant 
power, and still tends to increase, re- 
quiring rather to be moderated in its 
exercise than encouraged to any ab- 
normal activity; whore unbounded 
publicity, and an ever present zjawp* 
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paper pttm. fjhn the representative 
fUMiurance that hit ereiy act wiU be 
immediately^ known, duooBsed, and 
jndged by bis constitu^ts, and tbat be 
18 always eitber ^ning or losing 
grtmnd in tbeir estimation — wbile by 
cbe same means, tbe influence of tbeir 
sentiments, ana all otber democratic 
influences, are kept constantly alive 
and active in bis own mind ; less tban 
^ five years would bardly be a sufficient 
' P^od to prevent timid subserviency. 
Tbe cbange wbicb bas taken place m 
Englisb politics as to all tbese features, 
exjjlains wby annual parliaments, 
wbicb forty years ago stood promi- 
nently in mmt of tbe creed of tbe more 
advanced reformers, are so Uttle cared 
for and so seldom beard of at present. 
It deserves consideration, tbat, wbetber 
tbe term is sbort or long, daring tbe 
last year of it tbe members are in tbe 
position in wbicb tbey would always be 
if parliaments were annual : so tbat if 
the term were very brie^ tbere would 
rirtually be annual parliaments during 
a g^reat proportion of all time. As 
tbings now are, tbe period of seven 
years, tbough of unnecessary lengtb, is 
hardly wortn altering for any Mnefit 
likely to be produced ; especially since 
the possibility, always impenmng, of 
an earlier dissolution, keeps tbe motives 
for standing well with constituents 
always before the member*s eyes. 

\V natever may be tbe term most 
eligible for tbe duration of the mandate, 
ft might seem natural that the indi- 
vidual member should vacate Ids seat 
at the ezi>iration of tbat term from the 
day of his election, and that tbere 
should be no general renewal of the 
whole House. A great deal might be 
said for this system, if there were any 
practical object in recommen(Ung it. 
^ut it ii condemned by much strongai 



reasons tban can be alleged in its sup 
port One is, that there would be no 
means of promptly getting rid of a ma- 
jority which nad pursued a course 
ofiensive to the nation. The certainly 
of a general election after a limited, 
which would often be a nearly expired, 
pneriod, and the possibility of it at any 
time when the minister cottier desires 
it for bis own sake, or thinks that it 
would make him popular with the 
country^ tend to prevent that wide 
divergence between the feelings of the 
assembly^ and those of the constituency, 
which might subsist indefinitely if the 
minority of the House had always 
several years of their term stiU to run — 
if it received new infusions drop by 
drop, which would be more likely to 
assume than to modify the qualities of 
the mass they were joined to. It is aa 
essential that the general sense of the 
House should accord in the main with 
that of tbe nation, as it is that dis- 
tinguished individuals should be able, 
without forfeiting their seats, to give 
free utterance to the most unpopular 
sentiments. There is another reason, 
of much weight, against the gradual 
and partial renewal of a representative 
assembly. It is useful that there 
should be a neriodical general muster 
of opposing forces, to gau^ tbe state 
of tne national mind, ana ascertain, 
beyond dispute, the relative strength of 
different parties and opinions. This is 
not done conclusively by any partial 
renewal, even where, as in some of the 
French constitutions, a large fraction, 
a fifth or a third, go out at once. 

The reasons for allowing to tbe exe- 
cutive tbe power of dissolution, will be 
considered in a subsequent chapter, 
relating to the constitution and rano- 
tions of the Executive in a representa- 
tive govanunont. 
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ShouLD a member of tbe legislature 
be boimd by the instructions of bis 
constituents ? Should be be the organ 
of their sentiments, or of bis own? 
their Ambassador to a congress, or their 
professional agent, empowered not only 
to act for them, but to judge for them 
what ought to be done ? These two 
theories of the duty of a legislator in 
a representative government nave each 
ito supporters, and each is the recog- 
nised doctrine of some representative 
governments. In the Dutch United 
Ph)vinces, the members of the States 
General were mere delegates ; and to 
suoh a length was the doctrine carried, 
that when anv important (question 
arose which had not oeen provided for 
in their instructions, they had to refer 
back to their constituents, exactly as 
an ambassador does to the government 
from which he is accredited. In this 
and most other countries which pos- 
sess representative constitutions, law 
and custom warrant a member of par- 
liament in^ voting according to his 
opinion of right, however different from 
that of his constituents : but there is a 
floating notion of the opposite kind, 
which nas considerable practical opera- 
tion on many minds, even of members 
of parliament, and often makes them, 
inoependently of desire for popularity, 
or concern for their re-election, feel 
bound in conscience to let their con- 
duct, on que^ions oq which their con- 
stituents nave a decided opinion, bo 
the expression of that opinion rather 
than of their own. Abstractedly from 
positive law, and from the historical 
traditions of any particular people, 
which of these notions of the duty of a 
representative is the true one ? 

Unlike the questions which we have 
hitherto treated, this is not a question 
of constitutional legislation, but of 
what may more properly be called con- 
stitutional morality — the ethics of 
representative government. It does not 
00 much concern institutions, as the 



temper of mind which the electors 
ought to bring to the discharge of their 
fmictions; the ideas which should pre- 
vail as to the moral duties of an elector. 
For, let the system of representation be 
what it may, it will be converted into 
one of mere delegation if the elected 
so choose. As long as they are free not 
to vote, and free to vote as they like» 
the^ cannot be prevented from making 
their vote depend on an^ condition they 
think fit to annex to it. By refrising 
to elect any one who will not pledge 
himself to all their opinions, ana even, 
if they please, to consult with them be- 
fore voting on any important subiect 
not foreseen, they can reduce tneir 
representative to their mere month- 
piece, or compel him in honour, when 
no longer willing to act in tiiat ca- 
pacity, to resign his seat. And since 
they nave the power of doing this, the 
theory of the Constitution ought to sup- 
pose that they will wish to do it ; since 
the very principle of constitutional 
government requires it to be assumed, 
that political power will be abused to 
promote the particular purposes of the 
holder ; not because it always is so, but 
because such is the natural tendency of 
things, to guard against which is the 
especial use of free institutions. How- 
ever wrong, therefore, or however 
foolish, we may think it in the electors 
to convert their representative into a 
delegate, that stretch of the electoral 
privilege being a natural and not im- 
probable one, the same precautions 
ought to ha taken as if it were certain. 
We may hope that the electors will not 
act on this notion of the use of the 
sufirage ; but a representative govern- 
ment needs to be so framed that even 
if they do, they shall not be able to 
effect what ought not to be in the 
power of any body of persons— olass 
legislation for their own benefit. 

When it is said that the question is 
only one of political morality, this does 
not extenuate its importance, ^et- 
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tioni of cODstittttional morality are of 
no less practical moment tban those 
relating to the constitution itself. The 
yery existence of some governments, 
and all that renders others endurable, 
rests on the practical observance of 
doctrines of constitutional morality; 
traditional notions in the minds of the 
several constituted authorities, which 
modify the use that might otherwise 
be made of their powers. In unba- 
lanced governments — pure monarchy, 
pure aristocracy, pure democracy — 
such maxims are the only barrier 
which restrains the government from 
the utmost excesses in the direction of 
its characteristic tendency. In imper- 
fectly balanced governments, where 
some attempt is made to set constitu- 
tional limits to the impulses of the 
strongest power, but where that power 
is strong enough to overstep them with 
at least temporary impunity, it is only 
by doctrines of constitutional morality, 
recognised and sustained by opinion, 
that any regard at all is preserved for 
the checks and limitations of the con- 
stitution. In well balanced govern- 
ments, in which the supreme power is 
divided, and each sharer is protected 
against the usurpations of the others in 
the only manner possible — namely, by 
being armed for defence with weapons 
as strong as the others can wield for 
attack — the government can only be 
carried on by forbearance on all sides to 
exercise those extreme powers, unless 
provoked by conduct equally extreme 
on the part of some other sharer of 
power : and in this case we may truly 
say, that only by the regard paid to 
maxims of constitutional morality is 
the constitution kept in existence. 
The question of pledges is not one of 
those which vitally concern the exis- 
tence of representative governments; 
but it is very material to their bene- 
ficial operation. The laws cannot 
Erescribe to the electors the j^rinciples 
y which they shall direct their choice; 
but it makes a great practical dif- 
ference by what principles they think 
they onght to direct it. ^ And the 
wholew.of that great question is involved 
in the inquiry, whether they should 
n^ake it a condition that the represen- 



tative shall adhere to certain opinf <mi 
laid down for him by his consti 
tuents. 

No reader of tiiis treatise can doubt 
what conclusion, as to his matter, re- 
sults from the seneraJ principles which 
it professes. We have from the first 
afi&med, and unvaryingly kept in view, 
the coequal importance of two gre^t 
re<^ui8ile8 of government: responsi* 
bility to those, for whose benefit 
political power ought to be, and always 
professes to be, employed; and jointly 
therewith, to obtam, in the greatest 
measure possible, for the function of 
^vemment, the benefits of superior 
mtell^t, trained by long meditation 
and practical discipline to that special 
tasL If this second purpose is worth 
attaining, it is worth tne necessary 
price. Superior powers of mind and 
profound study are of no use, if they do 
not sometimes lead a person to dine- 
rent conclufflonsfrom tnose which are 
formed by ordinary powers of mind 
without study : and if it be an object 
to possess representatives in any intel- 
lectual respect superior to average 
electors, it must be counted upon that 
the representative will sometimes differ 
in opinion firom the majority of his con- 
stituents, and that when he does, his 
opinion will be the oftenest right of the 
two. It follows, that the electors will 
not do wisely, if they insist on absolute 
conformity to their opinions, as the 
condition of his retaining his seat. 

The principle is. thus &r, obvious; 
but there are real difficulties in its 
application: and we will begin by 
stating them in their greatest force. 
If it IS important that the electors 
should choose a representative more 
highly instructed than themselves, it is 
no less necessary that this wiser man 
should be responsible to them; in 
other words, thev we the judges of the 
manner in which he fulfils his trust: 
and how are they to judge, except by 
the standard of their own opinions? 
Qow are they even to select him in the 
first instance, but by the same stan- 
dard ? It will not do to choose by 
mere brilliancy — by superiority of 
showy talent. The tests hy whidi an 
ordinary man can judge beforehand of 
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mere ability are very imperfect: such 
Aa they are, they have almost f^zcludve 
reference to the arts of exBression, and 
little or none to the wortn of what is 
expressed. The latter cannot be in- 
ferred from the former ; and if the 
electors are to pnt their own opinions 
in abeyance, what criterion remains to 
them of the ability to govern well? 
Neither, if they could ascertain, even 
infallibly, the ablest man, ought they 
to allow him altogether to judge for 
them, without any reference to their 
own opinions. The ablest candidate 
may be a Tor^. and the electors 
liberals ; or a Liberal, and they may 
be Tories. The political questions of 
the day may be Cnurch questions, and 
he maybe a High Churchman, or a 
Bationalist, while they may be Dis- 
senters, or Evangelicals; and vice 
versa. His abilities^ in these cases, 
might only enable him to go greater 
lengths, and act with ^ater effect, 
in what they may conscientiously be- 
lieve to be a wrong course ; and they 
may be bound, by uieir sincere convic* 
tions, to think it more important that 
their representative should be kept, on 
these points, to what they deem the 
dictate of duty, than that they should 
be represented by a person of more 
than average abihties. They may also 
have to consider, not solely how they 
can be most ably represented, but how 
their particular moral position and 
mental point of view shall be repre- 
sented at all. The influence of every 
mode of thinking which is shared by 
numbers, ought to be felt in the le^s- 
lature : and the constitution bemg 
supposed to have made due provision 
that other and conflicting modes ^ of 
thinking shall be represented likewise, 
to secure the proper representation for 
their own mode may be the most im- 
portant matter which the electors on 
the particular occasion have to attend 
to. in some cases, too, it may be 
necessary that the rejpresentatiye 
should have his hands tied, to keep 
him true to their interest, or rather to 
the public interest as they conceive it 
This would not be needful under a 
political system which assured them 
«a indefinite choice of honest and on- 



prejudiced candidates; but under the 
existing system, in which the electors 
are almost always obliged, by die 
expenses of election and the general 
circumstances of society, to select their 
representative from persons of a station 
in life widely different from theirs, and 
having a different class-interest, who 
will ^rm that they ought to abandon 
themselves to his discretion ? Can we 
blame an elector of the poorer classes, 
who has only the choice amon§ two or 
three rich men, for requiring nom the 
one he votes for, a pledge to those 
measures which he considers as a test 
of emancipation from the class-interests 
of the rich ? It moreover always hap- 
pens to some members of the electoral 
body, to be obliged to accept the 
representative selected by a majority 
of their own side. But though a 
candidate of their own choosing would 
have no chance, their votes may be 
necessary to the success of the one 
chosen for them; and their only means 
of exerting their share of influence on 
his subsequent conduct, may be to 
make their support of him dependent 
on his pledging nimself to certain con' 
ditions. 

These considerations and counter- 
considerations are so intimately inter- 
woven with one another ; it is so im- 
portant that the electors should choose 
as their representatives wiser men than 
themselves, and should consent to be 
governed according to that superior 
wisdom, while it is impossible that 
conformity to their own opinions, when 
they have opinions, should not enter 
largely into their iudgment as to who 
possesses the wisdom, and how far its 
presumed possessor has verified the 
presumption by his conduct; that it 
seems quite impracticable to lay down 
for the elector any positive rule of 
duty : and the result will depend, less 
on any exact prescription, or authori- 
tative doctrine of political morality, 
than on the general tone of mind of 
the electoral body, in respect to the 
important requisite, of deference to 
mental superiority. Individuals, and 
peoples, who are acutely sensible of the 
value of superior windom, are likely to 
recognise it, where it existSi by othef 
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ngOM thifti tWnlcfag exactly at ihej do, 
and evan in spite 3 considerable diffe- 
renoes oCopinion : and when they have 
recognised it the^ will be far too de- 
sirous to aecnre tt, at any admissible 
cost, to be prone to impose their own 
opinion as a law npon persons whom 
they look up to as wiser than them- 
selves. On the other hand, there is a 
character of mind which does not look 
up to any one ; which thinks no other 
person's opinion much better than its 
own, or nearly so good as that of a 
hundred or a thousand persons like 
itself. Where this is the turn of mind 
oi the electors, they will elect no one 
who is not, or at least who does not 
profess to be, the image of their own 
sentiments, and will. continue him no 
longer than while he reflects those sen- 
timents in his conduct : and all aspi- 
rants to politic4kl honours will endeavour, 
as Plato says in the Gorgias, to fashion 
themselves after the , model of the 
Demos, and make themselves as like 
to it as possible. It cannot be denied, 
that a complete democracy has a strong 
tendency to cast the sentiments of the 
electors in this mould. Democracy is 
not favourable to the reverential spirit. 
That it destroys reverence for mere 
social position must be counted among 
the g(X)d, not the bad part of its in- 
luences ; though bv doing this it closes 
the principal school of reverence (as to 
merely human relations) which exists 
in society. But also democracy, in its 
very essence, insists so much more 
forcibly on the things in which all are 
entitled to be considered equally, than 
on those In which one person is entitled 
to more consideration than another, 
that respect for eeen personal supe- 
riority is likely to be below the mark. 
It is for this, among other reasons, I 
hold it of so much imporotnoe that the 
institutions of the country should stamp 
the opinions of persons of a more edu- 
cated class as entitled to greater weight 
than those of the less educated: and I 
should still contend for assigning plu- 
rality of votes to authenticated supe- 
riority of education, were it only to 
give the tone to jpublic feeling, irre- 
apeetiye of any direct political conse- 
^uMioea. 



When there does exist in the ele» 
toral body an adequate sens of ^ 
extraordinary difference in value be- 
tween one person and another, they 
will not lack signs by which to dis- 
tin^ish the persons whose worth for 
their purposes is the greatest. Actual 
public services will naturally be the 
foremost indication: to have filled 
posts of magnitude, and done important 
things in them, of which the wisdom 
has oeen justified by the rebults ; to 
have been the author of measures which 
a])pear from their effects to have been 
wisely planned ; to have made pr»Hlic- 
tions wnich have been dten venfied by 
the event, seldom or never falsified by 
it: to have given advice, which when 
tak^n has been followed by good con- 
sequences, when neglected, by bad. 
There is doubtless a large portion of 
uncertainty in these signs of wisdom ; 
but we are seeking for such as can be 
applied by persons of ordinary discern- 
ment. They will do^ well not to rely 
much on any one indication, unless 
corroborated hj the rest ; and, in their 
estimation of the success or merit of 
any practical effort, to lay great stress 
on the general opinion of msinterested 
persons conversant with the subiect 
matter. The tests which I have spoken 
of are only applicable to tried men 
among whom must be reckoned those 
who, though untried practically, have 
been tried speculatively; who, in publio 
speech or in print, have discussed publio 
affairs, in a manner which proves that 
they have given serious study to them« 
Such persons may, in the mere cha- 
racter of political thinkers, have ex- 
hibited a considerable amount of the 
same titles to confidence as those who 
have been proved in the position of 
practical statesmen. When it is neces- 
sary to choose persons wholly untried, 
the best criteria are, reputation for 
ability among those who personally 
know them, and the confidence placed 
and recommendations given by persons 
already looked up to. By tests like 
these, couKtituencies who sufiBciently 
value mental ability, and eagerly seex 
for it, will generally succeed m ob- 
taining men beyona mediocrity, and 
often men whom they can trust tt 
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MTTj OA public affairs according to 
-dieir unfettered judgment ; to whom it 
would be an amont to require that 
they should give up that jud^ent at 
the behest ot their inferiors m know- 
ledge. If such persons, honestly sought, 
are not to be found, then indeed the 
electors are justified in taking other 
precautions; for they cannot be ex- 
pected to po«rt5pone their particular 
opinions, unless in order tnat they 
may be served by a person of superior 
knowledge to their own. They would 
do welL indeed, even then, to remember, 
that when once chosen, the representa- 
tive, if he devotes himself to nis duty, 
has grater opportunities of correcting 
an original false judgment, than fall to 
the lot of most of his constituents ; a 
consideration which generally ought to 
prevent them (unless compelled by 
necessity to choose some one whose 
impartiali^ they do not fully trust) 
from exacting a pledge not to change 
his opinion, or, if he does, to resign his 
seat. But when an unknown person, 
not certified in unmistakeable terms 
by some high authority, is elected for 
the first time, the elector cannot be 
expected not to make conformity to his 
own sentiments the primary requisite. 
It is enough if he does not regard a 
subsequent change of those sentiments, 
honestly avowed, with its grounds un- 
disguisedly stated^ as a peremptory 
reason for withdrawing his confidence. 
Even supposing the most tried ability 
and acknowledged eminence of cha- 
racter in the representative, the private 
opinions of the electors are not to be 
placed entirely in abeyance. Deference 
to mental superiority is not to go the 
length of self-annihilation — abnegation 
of an^ personal opinion. But when 
the difference does not relate to the 
fundamentals of politics, however de- 
cided the elector may be in his own 
sentiments, he ought to consider that 
when an able man differs from him 
there is at bast a considerable chance 
of his being in the wrong, and that 
even if otherwise^ it is worth while to 
give up his o])iDion in things not ab- 
6<^utely essential, for the sake of the 
inestimable advantage of having an 
f bk flcian to act for hiin ia the many 



matters in which he himself i» not 
qualified .to form a judgment. In 
such cases he often endeavours to 
reconcile both wishes, by inducing 
the able man to sacrifice his own 
opinion on the points of difference; 
but, for the able man to lend himself 
to this compromise, is treason against 
his especial office; abdication of the 
peculiar duties of mental superiority, 
of which it is one of the most sacred 
not to desert the cause which has the 
clamour against it, nor to deprive of 
his services those of his opinions which 
need them the most. A man of con- 
science and known ability should insist 
on full freedom to act as he in his own 
judgment deems best ; and should not 
consent to serve on any other terms. 
But the electors are entitled to know 
how he means to act ; what opinions, 
on all thin^ which concern his public 
duty, he intends should guide his 
conduct. If some of these are unac- 
ceptable to them, .it is for him to 
satisfy them that he nevertheless de- 
serves to be their representative ; and 
if they are wise, they will overlook, in 
favour of his general value, many and 
great differences between his opinions 
and their own There are some <Hffe- 
rences, however, which they cannot be 
expected to overlook. Whoever feels 
the amount of interest in the govern- 
ment of his country which befits a 
freeman, has some convictions on na- 
tional affairs which are like his life- 
blood ; which the strength of his belief 
in their truth, together with the im- 
portance he attaches to them, forbid 
nim to make a subject of compromise, 
or postpone to the judgment of any 
person, nowever greatly his superior. 
Such convictions, when they exist in a 
people, or in an^ appreciable portion 
of one, are entitled to influence in 
virtue of theur mere existence, and not 
solely in that of the probability of their 
being grounded in truth. A people 
cannot oe well governed in opposition 
to their primary notions of right, even 
though these may be in some points 
erroneous. A correct estimate of the 
relation which should subsist betweea 
governors and governed, does not r» 
quire the electors |o consent to oe 
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represented bj one who intends to 
eoTern them in "opposition to ^eir 
nindamental convictioni. If they 
ftvail themselvee of his capacitiei of 
useful service in other respects, at a 
time when the points on which he is 
viti^y at issue with them are not likely 
to be mooted, they are justified in dis- 
missing him at the first moment when 
* question arises involving these, and 
on which there is not so assured a 
majority for what they deem right, 
aa to make the dissenting voice of 
that particular individual unimportant. 
Thus (I mention names to illustrate 
my meaning, not for any personal ap- 
phcation) the opinions supposed to be 
entertained by Mr. Cobden and Mr. 
Br ght on resistance to foreign aggres- 
sion, might be overlooked during the 
Crimean war, when there was an 
overwhelming national feeling on the 
contrary side, and might yet veiy 
properly lead to their reiection bv the 
electors at the time of the Chinese 
quarrel (though in itself a- more doubt- 
ful question), because it was then for 
some time a moot point whether their 
view of the case might not prevail. 

As the general result of what pre- 
cedes, we may afiQrm that actual 
pledges should not be required, unless, 
nrom unfavourable social circumstances 
or faulty institutions, the electors are 
BO naiTOwed in their choice, as to be 
compelled to fix it on a person presump- 
tively under the influence of partialities 
hostile to their interest : That they 
are entitled to a full knowledge of the 
political opinions and sentiments of the 
candidate ; and not only entitled, but 
often bound, to reject one who differs 
from themselves on the few articles 
which are the foundation of their 
political belief: That in proportion 
to the opinion they enter'.am of the 
mental superiority of a candidate, they 
ought to put up with his expressing 
and acting on opinions different from 
theirs on any number of things not 
'ncluded in their fundamental articles 
of belief: That they ought to be un- 
remitting in their searcn for a repre- 
sentative of such calibre as to be 
entrusted with full power of obeying 
the dictates of his own judgment: 



That they should consider it i^ dsly 
which they owe to their fellow-conn tiy- 
men, to do their utmost towaros 
placing men of this quality in the 
legislature: and that it is of much 
greater imnortance to themselves to be 
represented by such a man, than by 
one who professes agreement in a 
greater number of their opinions : for 
the benefits of his abilitv are certain, 
while the hyj^thesis of bis' being wrong 
and their being right on the pointsci 
difference is a very doubtful one. 

I have discussed this question on the 
assumption that the electoral system, 
in all that depends on positive institu- 
tion, conforms to the principles laid 
down in the preceding cnapters. Even 
on this hypothesis, the delegation 
theory of representation seems to me 
false, and its practical operation hurt- 
ful, though the mischief would in that 
case be confined within certain bounds. 
But if the securities by which I have 
endeavoured to guard the representa- 
tive principle are not recognised by 
the Constitution ; if provision is not 
naade for the representation of minori- 
ties, nor any difference admitted in 
the numerical value of votes, according 
to some criterion of the amount of 
education possessed by the voters ; in 
that case no words can exaggerate the 
importance in principle of leaving an 
unfettered discretiou to the represen- 
tative ; for it would then be the only 
chance, under universal suffrage, for 
an)[ other opinions than those of the 
majority to be heard in Parliament. 
In that falsely called democracy which 
is really the exclusive rule of the ope- 
rative classes, all others being unre- 
presented and unheard, the only escape 
nrom class legislation in its narrowest, 
and political ignorance in its most 
dangerous, form, would lie in such 
disposition as the uneducated migbl 
have to choose educated .repieseuta* 
tives, and to defer to their opinions. 
Some willingness to dc this might 
reasonably be expected, and evt-ry- 
thing would depend upon cultivating 
it to the highest point. But, once 
invested with political omnipotence, H 
the operative classes voluntarily con* 
ourred in imposing in this or any othei 
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manner, amy considerable limitation 
upon tneir self-opinion and self-will, 
they would prove themselves wiser 
than any class, possessed of absolute 



power, has shown itself, or, t.e may 
venture to say, is 'ever lijkely to show 
itself under that oonrupting influ- 
ence. 
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Of all topics relating to the theory of 
representative government, none has 
been the subject of more discussion, 
especially on the Continent, than what 
is known as the question of the Two 
Chambers. It has occupied a greater 
amount of the attention of thinkers 
than many questions of ten times its 
importance, and has been regarded as 
a surt of touchstone which distinguishes 
die partisans of limited from those of 
uncontrolled democracy. For my own 
part, 1 set little value on any check 
which a Second Chamber can apply 
to a democracy otherwise unchecked ; 
and I am inclined to think that if all 
other constitutional questions are rightly 
decided, it is but of secondary import- 
ance whether the Parliament consists 
of two Chambers, or only of one. 

If there are two Cnambers, they 
may either be of similar, or of db'ssimi- 
lar composition. If of similar, both 
will obey the same influences, and 
whatever has a majority in one of the 
.Houses will be likely to have it in the 
other. It is true that the necessity of 
obtaining the consent of both to the 
passing of any measure may at times 
be a material obstacle to improvement, 
lince, assuming both the Houses to be 
representative, and eoual in their num- 
bers, a number sligntly exceeding a 
fourth of the entire representation may 
prevent the passing of a Bill ; while, if 
there is but one House, a Bill is secure 
of passing if it has a bare majority. 
But the case suppovpd is rather ab- 
ftractedly possible than likely to occur 
in practice. It will not often happen 
(hat of two Houses similarly composed, 
one will be almost unanimous, and the 
other nearly equally divided : if a 



majority in one reiects a measure, 
there will generally have been a large 
minority unfavourable to it in the 
other; any improvement, therefore, 
which could be thus impeded, would 
in almost all cases be one which had 
not much more than a simple majority 
in the entire body, and the worst 
consequence that could ensue would be 
to delay for a short time the passing of 
the measure, or give rise to a fresh 
appeal to the electors to ascertain if 
tne small majority in Parliament cor- 
responded to an~ efiective one in the 
country. The inconvenience of delay, 
and the advantage of the appeal to the 
nation, might be regarded m this case 
ffS about equally balanced. 

I attach Uttle weight to the argUr 
ment oftenest urged for having two 
Chambers — to prevent precipitancy, 
and compel a second deliberation ; for 
it must be a >ery ill-constituted repre- 
sentative assemblj in which the estab- 
lished forms of business do not :oQuire 
many more than two deliberations. 
The consideration which tells most, in 
my judgment, in favour of two Cham- 
bers (and this I do regard as of some mo* 
ment) is the evil efiect produced upon 
the mind of any holder of power, whetner 
an individual or an assembly, by the 
consciousness of having only them- 
selves to consult. It is important that 
no set of persons should, in great 
aflairs, be able, even temporarily, to 
make their sic volo prevail, without 
asking anyone else for nis consent. A 
majority in a single assembly, when it 
has assumed a permanent character~- 
when composed of the same persons 
habitually acting together, and alwaya 
assured of vietory in their own House 
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isily becomei despotic and cnrer- 
weeniog, if released from the necessity 
of considering whether its acts will lie 
concurred in bj another constituted 
authority. The same reason which 
induced the Romans to hare two qon- 
nU, makes it desirable there should 
be two Chambers: that neither of 
them may be exposed to the corrupting 
influence of undivided power, even for 
the space of a single year. One of the 
most indispensable rec^uisites in the 
practical conduct of pohtics, especially 
in the management of free institutions, 
is conciliation : a readiness to compro- 
mise ; a willingness to concede some- 
thing to opponents, and to shape good 
measures so as to be as little offensive 
as possible to persons of opposite 
views; and of this ^al^tarJr habit, the 
mutual give and take (as it has been 
called^ between two Houses is a per- 
petual school; useful as such even 
now, and its utility would probably be 
•ven more felt, in a more democratic 
constitution of the Legislature. 

But the Houses need not both be 
of the same composition , they may be 
intended as a check on one ano&er. 
One being supposed democratic, the 
other will naturally be constituted with 
a view to its being some restraint upon 
the democracy. But its efficacy in 
this respect, wholly depends on the 
social support which it can command 
outside the House. An assembly 
which does not rest on the basis of 
some great power in the country, is 
ineffectual against one which does. 
An aristocratic House is onl;^ powerful 
in an aristocratic state of society. The 
House of Lords was once the strongest 
power in our Constitution, and the 
Commons only a checking body : but 
this was when the Barons were almost 
the only power out of doors. I cannot 
believe tnat, in a really democratic 
state of society, the House of Lords 
would be of any jrractical value as a 
moderator of democracy. When the 
fi>rce on one side is feeble in compari- 
son with that on the other, the way to 
^ve^ it effect is not to draw both out 
m line, and muster their strength in 
open Celd^ over against one another. 
6uoh tactics woum ensure l^e utter 



defeat of the less poweHoL It cao 
only aet to advantage, by not holding 
itself apart, and compelling every one 
to declare himself either with or against 
it, but taking a position among, rather 
than in opposition to, the crowd, and 
drawing to itself the elements most 
capable of allying themselves with it 
on any given point ; noi appearing at 
all as an antagonist body, to provoke 
a general rally against it, but working 
as one of the elements in a mixed mass, 
infusing its leaven, and often making 
what would be the weaker part the 
stronger, by the addition of its influ- 
ence. The really moderating power in 
a democratic constitution, must act in 
and through the democratic House. 

^ That there should be, in every po- 
lity, a centre of resistance to the pre- 
dominant power in the Constitution — 
and in a democratic constitution, there- 
fore, a nucleus of resistance to the de- 
n^ocracy — I have already maintained ; 
and I regard it as a fundamental 
maxim of government. If any people, 
who possess a democratic representa- 
tion, are, from their historical ante- 
cedents, mure willing to tolerate such 
a centre of resistance in the form of a 
Second Chamber or House of Lords 
than in any other shape, this consti- 
tutes a strong reason for having it in 
that shape. But it does not appear to 
me the best shape in itself, nor ny any 
means the most efficacious for its ob- 
ject. If there are two Houses, one 
considered to represent the people, the 
other to represent only a class, or not to 
be representative at all, I cannot think 
that where democracy is the ruling 
power in society, the second House 
would have any real ability to resist even 
the aberrations of the first. It might 
be suffered to exist, in deference to 
habit and association, but not as an 
effective check. If it exercised an in- 
dependent will, it would be required to 
do so in the same general spint as the 
other House ; to be equally democratic 
with it, and to content itself with cor- 
recting the accidental oversights of the 
more popular branch of the legislature, or 
competing with it in popular measures. 

Tfie practicability of any real check 
to the ascendancy of the mgoritj, d»< 
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pends henceforth on the distribution of 
itrength in the most popular branch 
of the governing body: and I have in- 
dicated the mode in which, to the best 
of my judgment, a balance of fiKt^ei 
might most advantageously be esta* 
blinhed there. I have also pointed out, 
that even if the numerical majority 
were allowed to exercise complete pre- 
dominance by means of a corresponding 
msjority in rarliament, yet if minon- 
ties also are permittea to eigoy the 
equal right due to them on strictly 
democratic principles, of being repre- 
sented proportionally to their numoers, 
this provision will ensure the perpetual 
presence in the House, by the same 
popular title as its other members, of 
■o many of the first intellects in the 
country, that without being in anv 
way banded apart, or invested with 
any invidious prerogative, this portion 
of the national representation wul have 
a personal weight much more than in 
proportion to its numerical strength^ 
and will afford, in a most effective form, 
the moral centre of resistance which 
is needed. A second Chamber, there- 
fore, is not required for this purpose, 
and would not contribute to it, but 
might even, in some conceivable modes, 
impede its attainment. If, however, 
for the other reasons already men- 
tioned, the decision were taken that 
there should be such a Chamber, it is 
desirable that it should be composed 
of elements which, without being open 
to the imputation of class interests ad- 
▼erse to tne majority, would incline it 
to oppose itself to the class interests 
of the majority, and qualify it to raise 
its voice with authority i^ainst their 
errors and weaknesses. These condi- 
tions evidently are not found in a body 
constituted in the manner of our House 
of Lords. So soon as conventional 
rank and individual riches no longer 
overawe the democracy, a House of 
Lords becomes insignificant. 

Of all principles on which a wisely 
conservative body, destined to moderate 
and regulate democratic ascendancyit 
could possibly be constructed, the best 
seems to be that exemplified in the 
Boman Senate, itself the most consist- 
ently prodent and sagacious body that 



ever administered public affairs. The 
deficiencies of a democratic assembly, 
which represents the eeneral publia 
are the deficiencies of the pubKc itself 
want of special training and know- 
ledge. The appropriate corrective is 
to associate witn it a body of which 
special training and knowledge should 
be the characteristics. If one House 
represents popular feeling, the othei 
should represent personal merit, tested 
and guaranteed by actual public service, 
and fortified by practical experience. 
If one is the People's Chamber, tiie 
other should be the Chamber of States- 
men ; a council composed of all living 
public men who have passed through 
important political offices or employ- 
ments. Such a chamber woida be 
fitted for much more than to be a 
merely moderating body. It would 
not be exclusively a check, but also 
an impelling force. In its hands, the 
power of holding the people back would 
be vested in those most competent, and 
who would generally be most inclined, 
to lead them forward in any right 
course. The council to whom the task 
would be entrusted of rectifying the 
people's mistakes, would not represent 
a class believed to be opposed to their 
interest, but would consist of their own 
natural leaders in the path of progress. 
No mode of composition could approach 
to this in ^ving ^4ght and efficacy to 
their function oi moJerators. It would 
be impossible to ory down a body always 
foremost in promoting improvements, 
as a mere oostruotive body, whatever 
amount of mischief it might obstruct. 

Were the place vacant in England 
for such a Senate (I need scarcely say 
that this is a mere hypothesis), it 
might be composed of some such ele« 
ments as the following. A.11 who were 
or had been members of the Legblative 
Commission described in a former chap- 
ter, and which I regard as an indis- 
pens, vble ingredient in a well-r^nsti tuted 
popular government. All who were ot 
had been Chief Justices, or heads ok 
any of the superior courts of law oi 
equity. All who had for five years 
filled the office of puisne judge. All 
who had held for two years any Cabinet 
office; bat these shoud also l>e eligibk 
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to the Honse of Commons, and if 
ilacted members of it. their peerage or 
lenatorial office should be held in sus- 
pense. The condition of time is needed 
to prevent persons from being named 
Cabinet Ministers merelj to give them 
% seat in the Senate ; and the period 
<^ two years is suggested, that the 
same term which qualifies them for a 
pension might entitle them to a sena- 
torship. All who had filled the office 
of Commander-in-Chief; and all who, 
haying commanded an arm? or a fleet, 
had been thanked by Parliament for 
military or naval successes. All who 
had held, daring ten years, first-class 
diplomatic appointments. All who 
had been Governors-General of India 
pr British America, and all who had 
held for ten vears any Colonial Gover- 
norships. The permanent civil service 
shoula also be represented; all should 
be senators who had filled, during t^n 
years, the important offices of Under- 
becretary to' the Treasury, permanent 
Under-ISecretary of State, or any others 
equally high and responsible. If^ along 
with the persons thus qualified by 
practical experience in the administra- 
tion of public afiairs, any representa- 
tion of tne speculative class were to be 
included— a thing in itself desirable — 
it would be wortn consideration whe- 
ther certain professorships, in certain 
national institutions, after a tenure of a 
few years, might confer a seat in the 
Senate. Mere scientific and literary 
eminence are too indefinite and disput- 
able : they imply a power of selection, 
whereas the other qualifications speak 
for themselves ; if the writings by wnich 
reputation has been gained are uncon- 
nected with politic8,nhey are no evi- 
dence of the special qualities required, 
while if political, they would enable 
successive Ministries to deluge the 
House with party tools. 

The histoncaf antecedents of Eng- 
land render it all but certain, that un- 
less in the improbable case of a violent 
•ubversion of the existing Constitution, 
any second Chamber which could pos- 
sibly exist would have to be built on 
the foundation of the House of Lords. 
It is out of the Question to think 
^ctically of abolishmg that assembly, 



to replace it by tnch * Senate m I 
haye sketched, or by any other ; but 
there might not be tne same insupera- 
ble difficulty in aggre^^ating the classes 
or categories just spoken of to the ex- 
iuting body, in the character of Peers 
for life. An ulterior, an<i perhaps, on 
this supposition, a necessary step, 
might be, that the hereditary peerage 
should be present in the House by 
their representatives instead of per- 
sonally : a practice already established 
in the case of the Scotch and Irisk 
Peers, and which the mere multiplica- 
tion of the order will probably at some 
time or other render inevitable. An 
easy adaptation of Mr. Hare's plan 
would preyent the representative Peers 
from representing exclusively the party 
which nas the majority in the Peer- 
age. If, for example, one representa- 
tive were allowed for every ten peers, 
any ten mi^ht be admitted to choose a 
representative, and the peers might be 
free to group themselves for that pur- 
pose as they pleased. The election 
might be thus conducted : All peers 
who were candidates for the represen- 
tation of their order should be required 
to declare themselves such, and enter 
their names in a list. A day and 
place should be appointed at which 
peers desirous of yotmg should be pre- 
sent, either in pers^m, or, in the usual 
parliamentary manner, by their proxies. 
I he votes should be taken, each peer 
voting for only one. Every candidate 
who had as many as ten votes should 
be declared elected. If any one had 
more, all but ten should be allowed to 
withdraw their yotes, or ten of the 
number should be selected by lot. 
These ten would form his constituency, 
and the remainder of his voters woula 
be set free to give their votes over 
again for some one else. This pro- 
cess should be repeated until (so far as 
possible) every peer present either per- 
sonally or by proxy was represented. 
When a number less than ten remained 
over, if amounting- to five they might 
still be altowed to agree on a repres<iA- 
tative ; if fewer than five, their votes 
must be lost, or they might be peN 
mitted to record them in fiEivour of 
somebody akeadjr elected. WiUi this 
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woiTld ngt be; coitsfdereci^ icrctot^ wHlf.. 
demOsrstic liitftltlitlonsj and would pro* 
bably acqnire considerable popular 
influence. From the mode of its 



inconsiderable exception, every repre- 
sentative peer would represent ten 
members of tbe peerage, all of wbom 
had not only voted for aim, but selected 
him as the one, anions all open to 
their choice, by whom they were most 
desirous to be represented. As a com- 
pensation to the Peers who were not 
chosen representatives of their order, 
they should be eligible to the House of 
Commons ; a justice now refused to 
Scotch Peers, and to Irish Peers in their 
own part of the kingdom, y^hile the re- 
presentation in the House of Ijords of 
any but the most numerous party in 
the Peerage is denied equally to both. 
The mode of composing a Senate, 
which has been here advocated, not 
only seems the best in itself, but is that 
for which historical precedent, and ac- 
tual brilliant success, can to the 
greatest extent be pleaded. It is not, 
nowever, the only feasible plan that 
might be proposed. Another possible 
mode of forming a Second Chamber, 
would be to have it elected by the 
First; subject to the restriction, that 
ihey should not nominate any of their 
own members. Such an assembly, 
dmanatine like, the American Senate 
from popmar choice, only once removed, 



nomination it would be peculiarly un- 
likely to excite the jealousy of, or to 
come into any hostile collision with, 
the popular House. It would, more- 
over, (due provision being made for the 
representation ot the minority,) be al- 
most sure to be well composed, and to 
comprise many of that class of highly 
capable men, who, either from accident 
or ior want of showy qualities, had been 
unwilling to seek, or unable to obtain, 
the suffrages of a popular constituency. 
The best constitution of a Second 
Chamber, is that which embodies the 
greatest number of elements exempt 
from the class interests and prejudices 
of the majority, but having in them- 
selves nothing offensive to democratic 
feeling. 1 repeat, however, that the 
main reliance tor tempering the ascen- 
dancy of the majority cannot be placed 
in a Second Chamber of any kind. The 
character Of a representative govern- 
ment \s fixed by the constitution of the 
popular House. Compared with this, 
all other questions relating to the form 
of government are insignificant. 
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OF THB BZECUTIYE IN A BEFRESEHTATIYE OOYBBNUBlfT. 



It would be out of place, in this trea- 
tise, to discuss the question into what 
departments or branches the executive 
business of government may most con- 
f niently be divided. In this respect 
the exigencies ef different governments 
are different; and there is little pro- 
bability that any great mistake will be 
made m the classiti cation of the duties, 
when men are willing to begin at the 
beginning, and do not hold themselves 
bound by the series of accidents which, 
in an old government like ours, has 
produced the existing division of the 
public business. It may be sufiGcient 
to say, that the clas9ificati<m of func- 



tionaries should correspond to that of 
subjects, and that there should not be 
several departments independent of one 
another, to superintend different parts 
of the same natural whole ; as in onr 
own military administration down to a 
recent period, and in a less degree even 
at present. Where the object to be at- 
tained is single (such as that of having 
an efficient army), the authority com- 
missioned to attend to it should be 
single likewise. The entire aggregate 
of means provided for one end, should 
be under one and the same control and 
responsibility. If they are^ divided 
among indepondtnt authorities, the 
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- i(ieaB$(,tiiii^'«ach> 9f; thoaBairpihoilties, 
become en(&/ and it is the bot^ih^ss of 
nobody except the head of the Govern- 
ment, who is probably without the ap- 
propriate departmental experience, to 
take care of the real ena. The dif- 
ferent claRses of means are not com- 
bined and a<tapted to one another un- 
der the ^dance of any leading idea ; 
and while every department pushes 
forward its own reqmrements, regard- 
less of those of the ^-est, the puqx)se of 
tlie work is perpetually aacnficed to 
the work itself. 

As a general rule^ every executive 
fooction, whether superior or subordi- 
nate, should be the appointed duty of 
some given individual. It should be 
apparent to all the world, who did 
everything, and through whose default 
anything was left undone. BcBponsi- 
bility is null, when nobody knows who 
is respon bible. Nor, even when real, 
can it be divided without being weak- 
ened To maintain it at its highest, 
there must be one person who receives 
the whole praise ofwhat is well done, the 
whole blame of what ie ill. There are, 
however, two modes of sharing responsi- 
bility : by one it is only enfeebled, bv 
the other, absolutely destroyed. It is 
enfeebled, when the concurrence of more 
than one functionary is required to the 
fame act. Each one among them has 
■till a real responsibilitv ; if a wrong 
hps been done, none oi them can say 
he did not do it ; he is as much a par- 
ticipant, as an accomplice is in an 
offence : if there has been legal crimi- 
nalitv they may all be punished 
\sgally, and their punishment needs 
not w less severe than if there had 
been only one person concerned. But 
it is not so with the penalties, any 
more than with the rewards, of opinion : 
these are always diminished by being 
shared. Where there has been no defi- 
nite legal offence, no corruption or 
malversation, only an error or an im- 
prudence, or what may pass for such, 
every participator has an excuse to 
himself and to the world, in the fact 
that other persons are jointly involved 
with him. There is hartlly anything, 
even to pecuniary dishonesty, for 
which men will not feel themselvM 



almost absolved, if those whose doty ft 
was to resist and remonstrate have 
failed to do it, still more if they have 
given a formal assent. 

.In this case, however, though re- 
sponsibility is weakened, there still is 
re«ponsibifity : every one of those im- 
plicated has in his mdividual capacity 
assented to, and joined in, the acL 
Things are much worse when the act 
itself is only that of a minority — a 
Board deliberating with >closed door^ 
nobody knowing, or, except in some 
extreme case, oeing ever likely to 
know, whether an individual member 
voted for the act or against it. Re- 
sponsibility in this case is a mere 
name. "Boards," it is happily said 
by Bentham, "are screens. "What 
" the Board" does is the act of nobody ; 
and nobody can be made to^answer for 
it. The Board suffers, even in reputa- 
tion, onl^ in its collective character ; 
and no mdindual member feels this, 
further than his dispoKition leads him 
to identify his own estimation with that 
of the body — ^a feeling often very strong 
when the body is a permanent one, 
and he is wedded to it for better for 
worse ; but the fluctuations of a modern 
official career give no time for the 
formation of such an esprit de corps ; 
which, if it exists at all, exists only in the 
obscure ranks of the permanent subordi- 
nates. Boards, therefore, are not a fit in- 
strument for executive business ; and are 
only admissible in it, when, for other 
reasonis, to give full discretionary power 
to a ^ngle minister would be worse. 

On the other hand, it is also a 
maxim of experience, that in the mul- 
titude of counsellors there is wisdom : 
and that a man seldom jud^s right, 
even in his own concerns, still less in 
those of the public, when he makes 
habitual use of no knowledge but hit 
own, or that of some singro adviser. 
There ifl no necessary incompatibility 
between this principle and the other. 
It is eas^ to give tne effective power, 
and the full responsibility, to one, pro- 
viding him ^hen necessary with 
advisers, each of whom is responaibk 
onlv for the opinion he eives. 

In general, the head of ft deparfc- 
mept m thf extoutive government is * 
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mere politician. He may be a good 
polUician, and a man of merit; and 
unless this is usnallj the case, the go- 
Temment is bad. Bnt his general 
capacity, and the knowledge be onght 
to possess of the general interests of 
the country, will not, unless hj occa- 
sional accident, be accompanied by 
adequate, and what may be called 
professional, knowledge of the depart- 
ment over which he is called to pre- 
side. Professional advisers must there- 
fore be provided for him. Wherever 
mere experience and attainments are 
sufficient — wherever the qualities re- 
quired in a professional adviser may 
possibly be united in a single well- 
selected individual (as in the case, for 
example, of a law officer), one such 
person for general purposes, and a 
staff of clerks to supply Knowledge of 
details, meet the demands of the case. 
But, more frequently, it is not suffi- 
cient that the minister should consult 
some one competent person, and, when 
himself not conversant with the sub* 
ject, act implicitly on that person's 
advice. It is often necessary that he 
should, not only occasionally but 
habitually, listen to a variety of opi- 
nions, and inform his judgment by 
the discussions among a body of 
advisers. This, for example, is em- 
phatically necessary in military and 
naval affairs. The military and naval 
ministers, therefore, and probably 
several others, should be provided 
with a Council, composed, at least in 
those two departments, of able and 
experienced professional men. As a 
means of obtaining the best men for 
^he purpose under every change of 
administration, they ought to be per- 
Jnanent : by which I mean, that tney 
ought not, lik6 the Lords of the Admi- 
ralty, to be expected to resign with 
the ministry by whom they were ap- 
pointed : but it is a good rule that all 
who hold hi^h appointments to which 
they have risen by selection, and not 
by the ordinary course of promotion, 
should retain their office only for a 
fixed term, unless reappointed ; as is 
now the rule with Stan appointments 
In the British army. This rule ren- 
ders appontments somewhat less 



likely to be jobbed, net being a pre 
vision for life, and at the same time 
affords a means, without affi*ont to any 
one, of getting rid of those who are least 
worth keeping, and bringing in highiy 
qualified persons of younger stanoing, 
K>r whom there might never be room 
if death vacancies, or voluntary resig- 
nations, were waited for. 

The Councils should be consultative 
merely, in this sense, that the ultimate 
decision should rest undividedly with 
the minister himself: but neither 
ought they to be looked upon, or to 
1o(3l upon themselves, as cipnerS, or as 
capable of being reduced to such At 
his pleasure. Que advisers attached 
to a powerful and perhaps self-willed 
man, ought to be placed under con^ 
ditions which make it impossible for 
them, without discredit, not to express 
an opinion, and impossible for him not 
to listen to imd consider their recom- 
mendations, whether he adopts them 
or not. The relation which ^ ought to 
exist between a chief and this descrip* 
tion of advisers is very accurately hit 
by the constitution of the Council of 
the Governor-General and those of the 
different Presidencies in India. These 
Councils are composed of persons wha 
have professional knowledge of Indian 
affairs, which the Governor-General 
and Governors usually lack, and which 
it would not be desirable to require of 
them. As a rule, every member of 
Council is expected to give an opi- 
nion, which is of course very ofken a 
simple acquiescence : but if there is a 
difference of sentiment, it is at the 
option of every member, and is the 
invariable practice, to record the 
reasons of his opinion : the Governor 
General, or Governor, doing the sam«». 
In ordinary cases the decision is ac- 
cording to the sense of the majority ; 
the Council, therefore, has a substan- 
tial part in the government *■ but if the 
Governor-General, or Governor, thinks 
fit, he may set aside even their unani- 
mous opinion, recording his reasons. 
The result is, that the chief is indi* 
vidually and effectively responsible for 
every act of the Government. The 
members of Cotmcil have only the re- 
sponsibility of advisers; but it itf 
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ftlwayi known, from documents capa- 
ble of being produced, and which if 
Cloned for by Parliament or public opi- 
nion alwayi are produced, what each 
has advised, and what reasons he gave 
for his advice : while, from their dig- 
nified position, and ostensible partici- 
pation in all acts of government, they 
nave nearly as strong motives to 
apply themselves to the public busi- 
ness, and to form and express a well- 
considered opinion on every part of it, 
as if the whole responsibihty rettea 
with themselves. 

This mode of conducting the highest 
class of administrative business is 
one of the most successful instances 
of the adaptation of means to ends, 
which political history, not hitherto 
very prolific in works of skill and con- 
trivance, has yet to show. It is one 
of the acquisitions with which the art 
of politics has been enriched by the 
experience of the East India Com- 
pany's rule; and, like most of the 
other wise contrivances by which 
India has been preserved to tnis coun- 
try, and an amount of good govern- 
ment produced which is truly wonder- 
ful considering the circumstances and 
the materials, it is probably destined 
to perish in the general holocaust 
which the traditions of Indian govern- 
ment seem fated to undergo, since 
they^ have been placed at the mercy of 
public iterance, and the presumptu- 
ous vamty of political men. Already 
an outcry is raised for abolishing the 
Councils, as a superfluous and expen- 
sive clog on the wheels of government: 
while the clamour has long been 
nrgent, and is daily obtaining more 
countenance in the highest quarters, 
for the abrogation of the professional 
civil service, which breeos the men 
that compose the Councils, and the 
existence of which is the sole guarantee 
lor their being of any value. 

A most important principle of good 
^vemment in a popular constitution, 
18 that no executive functionaries 
should be appointed by popular elec- 
ti-wi: neither by the votes of the 
people themselves, nor by those of 
thetf representatives. The entire 



business of government Is skilled em- 
ployment; ui« quaHficationg for the 
discharge of it are of that special and 
professional kind, which cannM be 
properly judged of except by persons 
who have themselves some snare of 
those qualifications, or some practical 
experience of them. The business of 
finding the fittest persons to fill puUio 
employments — not merely selecting 
the best who offer, but looking out for 
the absolutely best, and taking note of 
aU fit persons who are met with, that 
they may be found when wanted — is 
very laborious, and requires a delicate 
as well as highly conscientious dis- 
cernment ; ana as there is no public 
duty which is in' ^neral so badly per- 
formed, 80 there is none for which it 
is of greater importance to enforce the 
utmost practicable amount of personal 
responsibility, by imposing it as a 
special obligation on high function- 
aries in the several departments. AD 
subordinate public officers who are not 
appointed by some mode of public 
competition, should be selected on the 
direct responsibility of the minister 
under whom they serve. The minis- 
ters, all but the chief, will naturally 
be selected by the chief; and the chief 
himself, though really designated by 
Parliament, should be, in a regal go- 
vernment, officially appointed by uie 
Crown. The functionaiy who appoints 
should be the sole person empowered 
to remove any subordinate officer who 
is liable to removal ; which tha far 
greater number ou^ht not to be, ex- 
cept for personal misconduct ; since it 
would be vain to expect that the bod^ . 
of persons by whom the whole detail 
of the public business is transacted, 
and whose qualifications are generally 
of much more importance to the nubHc 
than those of the minister himself^ will 
devote themselves to their profession, 
and acQuire the knowledge and skill 
on whicn the minister must often place 
entire dependence, if they are uable 
at any moment to be turned adrift for 
no fault, that the minister may gratify 
himself, or promote his political into* 
rest, by appointing 8omelK)dy else. 

To the principle which condemn* the 
appointment oi executive officers b^ 
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ptpnlar soSrage, ought the chief of the 
executive, in a republican government, 
to be an exception ? Is it a good iiile, 
which, in the American constitution, 

Srovides for the election of the i'resi- 
ent once in every four yeai-s by the 
entire people? The question is not 
free from aiflSculty. There is unques- 
tionably some advantage, in a country 
like America, where no apprehension 
needs be entertained of a coup (Vitat^ 
in making the chief minister constitu- 
tionally independent of the legiislative 
body, and rendering the two great 
branches of the government, while 
equaUy popular both in their ori^n 
and in their responsibih'ty, an effective 
check on one another. The plan is in 
accordance with that sedulous avoid- 
ance of the concentration of great 
masses of power in the same hands, 
which is a marked characteristic of the 
American Federal Constitution. But 
thd advantage, ht this instance, is pur- 
chased at a price above all reasonable 
estimate of its value. It seems far 
better that the chief magistrate in a 
republic should be appointed avowedly, 
as the chief minister m a constitutional 
monarchy is virtually, by the represen- 
tative body. In the first place, he is 
certain, wnen thus appointed, to be a 
more eminent man. The party which 
has the majority in Parliament would 
then, as a rule, appoint its own leader; 
who is always one of the foremost, and 
often the very foremost person in poli- 
tical life : wnile the President of the 
United States, since the last survivor 
of the' founders of the republic disap- 
peared from the scene, is almost always 
either an obscure man, or one who has 
gained any reputation he may possess 
in some other field than politics. And 
this, as I have before observed, is no 
accident, but the natural effect of the 
situation The eminent men of a party, 
in an election extending to the whole 
country, are never its most available 
candidates. All eminent men have 
made ^rsonal enemies, or have done 
something, or at the lowest professed 
some opinion, obnoxious to some local 
or other considerable divisiou of the 
c<»iimunity, and likely to tell with 
iatal effect upon the nmnber of rotes ; 



whereas a man withont antecedents, of 
whom nothing is known but that he 
professes the creed of the party, is 
readily voted for by its entire strength. 
Another important consideration is the 
great mischief of unintermitted elec« 
tioneering. When the highest dignity 
in the State is to be conferred by 
popular election once in every few 
years, the whole intervening time is 
spent in what is virtually a canvass. 
President, ministers, chiefs of parties, 
and their followers, are all elec* 
tioneerers: the whole community is 
kept intent on the mere personalities 
of politics, and eveir public question 
is discussed and decided with less re- 
ference to its merits than to its ex- 
pKQcted bearing on the presidential elec- 
tion. If a system haa been devised to 
make party spirit the ruling principle 
of action in all public affairs, and create 
an inducement not only to make every 
question a party question, but to raise 
questions for the pui-pose of founding 

Sarties upon them, it would have been 
ifficult to contrive any means better 
adapted to the purpose. 
^ I will not affirm that it would at all 
times and places be desirable, that the 
head of the executive should be so com- 
pletely dependent upon the votes of a 
representative assembly as^-the Prime 
Minister is in England, and is without 
inconvenience. If it were thought best 
to avoid this, he might, though ap- 
nointed by Parliament, hold his office 
for a fixed period, independent of a 
parliamentaiy vote: which would be 
the American system, minus the popular 
election a^d its evils. There is another 
mode of giving the head of the admin- 
istration as much independence of the 
legislature, as is at all compatible with 
the essentials of free government. He 
never could be unduly dependent on a 
vote of Parliament, if he had, as tho 
British prime minister practically has, 
the power to dissolve the House and 
appeal to the people : if instead of be- 
ing turned out of office by a hogtile 
vote, he could only be reduced by it to 
the alternative of resignation or disso- 
lution. The power of dissolving Par 
liament is one whioh I think it desirable 
he should possess, even under the system 
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bj whiefa h» own tenure of office is se- 
cured to him for a fixed period. There 
ought not to he any possibility of that 
deadlock in politics, which would ensue 
on a qnarrel breaking out between a 
PreKiaAnt and an Assembly, neither of 
whom, during an interval which might 
amount to years, would hare any legal 
means of ridding itself of the other. 
To get through such a period without 
a coup d*itat beine attempted, on 
either side or on both, reouires such a 
combination of the lo?e oi liberty and 
the habit of self-restraint, as very few 
nations have vet shown themselves 
oapable of: and though this extremity 
were avoided, to expect that the two 
authorities would not paralyse each 
other's operations, is to suppose that 
the political life of the country will 
always he pervaded hv a spirit of 
mutual forbearance and compromise, 
imperturbable hy the passions and ex- 
citements of the keenest party strug- 
gles. Such a spirit may exist, hut 
even where it does, there is imprudence 
in trying it too far. 

Other reasons make it desirable that 
some power in the state (which can 
only be the executive) should have the 
liberty of at any time, and at discretion, 
calling a new parliament. When there 
is a real doubt which of two contend- 
ing parties has the strongest following, 
it IS important that there should exist 
a constitutional means of immediately 
testing the point, and setting it at rest. 
Ko other political topic has a chance 
of being properly attended to while 
this is undecioed : and such an interval 
is mostly an interregnum for purposes 
of legislative or administrative improve- 
ment ; neither party having sufficient 
confidence in its strength, to attempt 
things likely to promote opposition m 
any quarter that has either direct or 
indirect influence in the pending 
stras^gle. 

I nave not taken account of the case 
in whiich the vast power centralized in 
the chief magistrate, and the iusuffi- 
cient attachment of the mass of the 
people to fcee institutions, give him a 
fiiiance of success in an attempt to sub- 
vert the Constitution, and usurp sove- 
reign power. Where such peril exists, 



no fifst magistrate is admissibls whom 
the Parliament cannot, by a single 
vote, reduce to a private station, ht 
a state of things nolding out any en 
couragement to that most audacious 
and profligate of all breaches of tros^ 
even this entireness of constitutional 
dependence is but a weak protection. 

Of all officers pf government, those 
in whose appointment any participa- 
tion of popular suflrage is the most 
objectionable, are judicial officers. 
While there are no functionaries whose 
special and profession^ qualifications 
tne popular judgment is less fitted to 
estimate, there are none in whose case 
absolute impai*tiaHty, and freedom from 
connexion with politicians or sections 
of politicians, are of anything like equal 
importance. Some thinkers, among 
others Mr. Bentbam, have been of opi- 
nion that, although it is better that 
judges should not be appointed by 
popular election, the people of their 
district ought to have the power, after 
sufficient experience, of removing them 
from their trust. It cannot be denied 
that the irremovability of any public 
officer, to whom great interests are en- 
trusted, is in itself an evil. It is far 
from desirable that there should be no 
means of getting rid of a bnd or incom- 

Setent judge, unless for such miscon- 
uct as he can be made to answer for 
in a criminal court ; and that a func- 
tionary on whom so much depends, 
should have the feeling of being free 
fi*om responsibility except to opim'on 
and his own conscience. The question 
however is, whether in the peculiar 
position of a judge, and supposing that 
all practicable securities nave been 
taken for an honest appointment, irre 
sponsibiUty, except to nis own and the 

{mblic conscience, has not on the whole, 
ess tendency to pervert his conduct 
than responsibility to the government 
or to a popular vote. Experience has 
long decided this point in the affirma- 
tive, as regards responsibility to the 
executive ; and the case is quite equally 
strong when the responsibility sought 
to be enforced is to the suffrages of 
electors. Among the good quaKties ot 
a popular constituency, those peculiarly 
incumbent upon a judge^ calmness anf 
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tmpardalitj, are not ninnbered. Hap- 
pilvi ^ ^^^^^ intervention of popular 
finnrage which is essential to freedom, 
they are not the qualities required. 
Even the quality of justice, though 
Decessary to all human beings, and 
therefore to all electors, is not the in- 
ducement which decides any popular 
election. Justice and impartiality are 
A8 little wanted for electing a member 
of parliament, a6 they can be in any 
transaction of men. The electors have 
not to award something which either 
candidate has a right to,* nor to pass 
judgment on the general merits of the 
competitors, but to declare which of 
them has most of their personal confi- 
dence, or best represents their political 
convictions. A judge is bound to treat 
bis political friend, or the person best 
known to him, exactly as he treats 
other people ; but it would be a breach 
of duty as weU as an absurdity if an 
elector did so. No argument can be 
grounded on the beneficial efiect pro- 
duced on judges, as on all other func- 
tionaries, by the moral jurisdiction of 
opinion ; for even in this respect, that 
which really exercises a useful *ontrol 
over the proceedings of a judge, when 
fit for the judicial office, is not (except 
sometimes in political cases) the opinion 
of the community generallv, but that 
of the only public by whom bis conduct 
or qualifications can be duly estimated, 
the bar of his own court. I must not 
be understood to say that the partici- 
pation of the general public in the ad- 
ministration of justice is of no import- 
ance; it is of the greatest: but in what 
manner? By the actual discharge of 
* part of the judicial office, in the 
capacity of jurprmen. This i» one of 
the few cases m politics, in which it 
IB better that the people should act 
directly and personally than through 
their representatives i being almost the 
only case in which the errors that a 
person exercising authority may com- 
mit, can be better borne than the con- 
sequences of making him responsible 
for them. If a judge could be removed 
from office by a popular vote, whoever 
was desirous of supplanting him would 
make capital for tnat purpose out of 
all hii judicial decisions ; would carry 



all of them, as far as he found practic- 
able, by irregular appeal before a public 
opinion wholly incompetent, for want 
of having heard the case, or from hav- 
ing heard it without either the pre- 
cautions or the impartiality belonging 
to a judicial hearing ; would play upon 
popular^ passion and prejudice whiere 
they existed, and take pains to arouse 
them where they did not. And in this, 
if the case were interesting, and he 
took sufficient trouble, he would infal- 
libly be successful, unless the judge or 
his friends descended into the arena, 
and made equally powerful appeals on 
the other side. Judges would end by 
feeling that they risked their office 
upon every decision they gave in a 
case susceptible of general interest, 
and that it was less essential for them 
to consider what decision was just, 
than what would be most applauded by 
the public, or would least admit of in- 
sidious misrepresentation. The prac- 
tice introduced by some of the new or 
revised State Constitutions in America, 
of submitting judicial officers to perio- 
dical popular re-election, wiU be round, 
1 apprenend, to be one of the most 
dangerous elrort ever yet committed 
by democracy: and, were it not that 
the practical good sense which never 
totc^y deserts the people of the United 
States, is said to oe producing * re- 
action, likely in no long time to lead to 
the retractation of the error, it might 
with reason be regarded as the m'st 
gi'eat downward step in the degene- 
ration of modern democratic govern- 
ment.* 

With i^gard to that large and im* 

* I have been informed, however, that in 
the States which have made their judget 
elective, the choice is not really made by the 
people, but by the leaders of parties ; no 
elector ever thinking of voting for any one 
but the party candicUite : and that, in conse* 
quence, the person elected is usually in effect 
the same who would have been appointed to 
the office ^by the President or by the Gover* 
nor of the State. Thus one bad practice 
limits and corrects another; and the habit 
of voting tn puuM under a party banner* 
which is so full of evil in all cases in which 
the function of electing is rightly vested in 
the people, tendr to alleviate a still greater 
mischief in a case where the officer to b« 
elected is one who ot^ht to be ohosen not by 
the people but for ]them« 
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portant body which constitutes the 
permanent strength of the public ser- 
rice, those who do not cbange with 
changen or politics, but remain, to aid 
erery minister by the»r experience 
and traditions, inform him by their 
knowledije of business, and conduct 
official details under his general control ; 
thoRe, in short, who form the class of nro- 
fcRsional public servants, entering their 
profession as others do while young, in 
the hope of rising progressively to its 
higher grades as they advance in life ; 
it is evidently inadmissible that these 
should be liable to be turned out, and 
deprived of the whole benefit of their 
previous service, except for positive, 
proved, and serious misconduct. Not, 
of course, such delinquency only as 
makes them amenable to the law ; but 
voluntary neglect of duty, or conduct 
implying untrustworthiness for the 
purposes for wh*ch their tnist is given 
them. }* ince, therefore, unless in case 
of personal culpability, there is no way 
of getting rid of them except by quar- 
tering them on the public as pen- 
sioners, it is of the greatest importance 
that the appointments should be well 
made in the first instance ; and it re- 
mains to be considered, by what mode 
of appointment this purpose can best 
be attained. 

In making first appointments, little 
danger is to l>e apprenended from want 
of special skill and knowlcage in the 
choosers, but much from partiality, and 
private or political interest. Being, 
as a rule, appointed at the commence- 
ment of mannood, not as having learnt, 
but in order that they may learn, 
their profession, the only thing by 
which the best candidates can be dis- 
criminated, is proficiency in the ordi- 
nary branches of liberal education : and 
this can be ascertained without diffi- 
cnlty, provided there be the requisite 
pains and the requisite impartiality in 
those who are appointed to inquire into 
it. Neither the one nor the other can 
reasonably be expected from a minis* 
ter ; who nmst rely wholly on recom- 
mendations, and however disinterested 
as to his personal wishes, never will be 
proof agamst the solicitations of persons 
who have the power of influencmg his 



own election, or whose political ad 
herence is important to the ministry 
to which he belongs. These con- 
siderations have introduced the prac- 
tice of submitting all candidates for 
first appointments to a public exami- 
nation, conducted by persons not en- 
gaged in. politics, and of the same 
class and quality with the examiners 
for honours at the Universities. This 
would probably be the best plan nnder 
any system ; and nnder our parlia- 
mentary government it is the only one 
which afibrds a chance, I do not say of 
honest appointment, but even of ab- 
stinence from such as are manifestly 
and flagrantly profligate. 

It is also absolutely necessary that 
the examinations should be competi- 
tive, and the appointments given to 
those who are most successfrd. A mere 
pass examination never, in ihe long 
run, does more than exclude absolute 
dunces. When the question, in the 
mind of an examiner, lies between 
blighting the prospects of an individual, 
and neglecting a duty to the public 
which, in the particular instance, 
seldom appears of first-rate import- 
ance ; and when he is sure to be 
bitterly reproached for doing the first, 
while in general no one will either 
know or care whether he has done the 
latter; the balance, unless he ia a 
man of very unusual stamp, inclines to 
the side of good nature. A relaxation 
in one instance establishes a claim to 
it in others, which every repetition of 
indulgence makes it more difficult to 
resist; each of these in snccessios 
becomes a precedent for more, until 
the standard of proficiency sinks gra- 
dually to somethmg almost contempti- 
ble. Examinations for degrees at the 
two great Universities have generally 
been ^s slender in their requirements, 
as th )se for honours are trying and 
serious. Where there is no induce- 
ment to exceed a certain miniiunm, the 
mmimum comes to be the maximum : 
it becomes the gene.ral practice not to 
aim at more, and as m everything 
there are some who do not attain all 
they aim at, however low the itandard 
may be pitched there are always 
several who fall short of it. Wlien, oa 
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thd eontraiy, the appointmentB are 
gtfenk to ihoee, among % great number 
of candidates, who most distinguish 
ihemselTes, and where the successful 
competitors are classed in order of 
merit, not only each is stimulated to do 
his yery utmost, but the influence is 
felt in every place of liberal education 
firoughout the country. It becomes 
with every schoolmaster an object of 
ambition, and an avenue to success, to 
have furnished pupils who have gained 
» high place in these competitions ; and 
there is hardly any otner mode in 
which the State can do so much to 
raise the quality of educational institu- 
tiona throughout the country. Though 
the principle of competitive examina- 
tions for public employment is of such 
recent introduction in this country, and 
is still so impe^ectly carried out, the 
Indian service being as yet nearly the 
only case in which it exists in its com- 
pleteness, a sensible effect has already 
beg^ to be produced on the places of 
middle-class education ; not pnthstand- 
ing the difficulties which the principle 
has encountered from the xlisgraceiuily 
low existing state of education in the 
country, wuich these very examina- 
tions have brought into strong licht. 
So cooltemptible has the standard of 
acquirement been found to be, among 
the youths who obtain the nomination 
from the minister, which entitles them 
to offer themselves as candidates, that 
the competition of such candidates pro- 
duces almost a poorer result, tnan 
would be obtained from a mere pass 
examination; for no one wonld think 
oi fixing the conditions of a pass 
examination so low, as is actually found 
sufficient to enable a young man to 
surpass his fellow-candidates. Ac- 
cordingly, it is said that successive 
years show on the whole a decline of 
attainments, less effort being made, 
because the results of former examina- 
tions have proved that the exertions 
then used were greater than would 
have been sufficient to attain the object. 
Partly frt^m this decrease of effort, and 
partly because, even at the examina- 
tions which do not require a previous 
nomination, conscious ignorance re- 
dacts the anmbsr of competitors to a 



mere handful, it has so happened that 
though there have always been a few 
instances of great proficiency, the lower 
part of the list of successhil candidates 
represents but a very moderate amount 
of acquirement ; ana we have it on the 
word of the Commissioners that nearly 
all who have been unsuc-cesstiil have 
owed their failure to ignorance not of 
the higher branches of instruction, 
but of its very humblest elements — 
spelling and arithmetic. 

The outcries which continue to be 
made against these examinations, by 
some of the organs of opinion, are 
often, 1 regret to say, as httle credit- 
able to the good faith as to the good 
sense of the assailants. They proceed 
partly by misrepresentation of the 
kind of ignorance, which, as a matter 
of fact, actually leads to failure in the 
examinations. They quote with em- 
phasis the most recondite questions^ 
which can be shown to have been ever 
asked, and make it appear as if unex- 
ceptionable answers to all these were 
made the sine qud non of success. 
Yet it has been repeated to satiety, 
that such questions are not put because 
it is expected of every one that he 
should answer them, but in order that 
whoever is able to do so may have the 
means of proving and availing himself 
of that portion of his knowledge. It is 
not as a ground of rejection, but as an 
additional means of success, that this 
opportunity is given. We are then 
asked whether the kind of knowledge 
supposed in this, that, or the other 
question, is calculated to be of any net 
to the candidate after he has attained 
his object. People differ greatly in 
opinion as to what knowledge is useful 
1 liere are persons in existence, and a 
late Foreign Secretary of State is one 
of them, who think English spelling a 
useless accomplishment in a diplo- 
matic attache, or a clerk in a Govern- 
ment office. About one thing the ob- 

* Not always, however, the most recon- 
dite; for a late denouncer of .oompetitive 
examination in the House of Communs had 
the naiveii to produce a set of aimott ele- 
mentary questions in aigebra, history, and 
geography, as a proof of the exprbitaiit 
amount of high scientific attainment whivh 
the Oonunissiuners wete to wild as Xc txMSi, 
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j«cton seem to be unanimoaa, that 
^neral mental cultivation is not nsefiil 
HI these employments, whatever else 
may be so. If^ however (as I pre- 
some to think), it is useful, or if any 
education at all is useful, it must be 
tested by the tests most likely to show 
whether the candidate possesses it or 
not To ascertain whether he has been 
well educated, he must be interrogated 
in the things which he is likely to know 
if he has been well educated, even 
though not directly pertinent to the 
work to which he is to be appointed. 
Will those who object to his being 
questioned in classics and mathe- 
matics, in a country where the only 
things regularly taught are classics 
and mathematics, toll us what they 
would have him questioned in ? There 
seems, however, to be eoual objection 
to examining him in these, and to 
examining him in anything Imt these. 
K the Commissioners— anxious taopen 
a door of admission to those who 
have not gone through the routine 
of a grammar school, or who make 
up for the smallness of their know- 
ledge of what is there taught, by 
greater knowledge of something else — 
allow marks to be gained by profici- 
tncY in anj other subject of real 
utility, tkey are reproached for that 
too. Nothing will satisfy the objec- 
tors, but free admission of total ig- 
norance. 

We are triumphantly told, that 
neither Clive nor WelUngton could 
have passed the test which is prescribed 
for an aCT>irant to an engineer cadet- 
ship. As if, because Clive and 
Wellington did not do what was not 
required of them, they could not have 
done it if it had been required. If it 
be only meant to inform us that it is 
possible to be a great general without 
these things, so it is without many 
other things which are very useful to 
great generals.' Alexander the Great 
had never heard of Vauban's rules, nor 
could Julius Csesar speak French. 
We are next informea that book- 
worms, a term which seems to be held 
applicable to whoever has the smallest 
tincture of book-knowledge, may not 
be good at bodily exercises, or have ibe 



habits of gentlemen. This is a very 
common line of remark with dunoes of 
condition; but whatever the dunces 
may think, they have no monopoly of 
either gentlemanly habits or bodily 
activity. Wherever these are needed, 
let them be inquired into, and sepa- 
rately provided for, not to the exclo* 
sion of mental qualifications, but in 
addition. Meanwhile, I am credibly 
informed, that in the Militarjr Academy 
at Woolwich, the compelation cadets 
are as superior to those admitted on 
the old system of nomination in these 
respects as in all others; that they 
learn even their drill more quickly ; at' 
indeed might be expected, for an in- 
telligent person learns aU things sooner 
than a stupid one : and that in general 
demeanour they contrast so £svourably 
with their predecessors, that the au- 
thorities of toe institution are impatient 
for the day to arrive when the last re- 
mains of the old leaven shall have dis- 
appeared from the place. K this be 
so, and it is eaff^ to ascertain whether 
it is so, it is to oe hoped we shall soon 
have heard for the last time that ig- 
norance is a better qualification than 
knowledge, for the military, and it for* 
tiori for every other, profession; or 
that any one good quality, however 
little apparently connected with liberal 
education, is at all likely to be pro- 
moted by going without it. 

Though the first admisdon to 
government emplo^ent be decided by 
competitive exammation,* it would in 
most cases be impossible that subse- 
quent promotion snould be so decided : 
and it seems proper that this should 
take place, as it usually does at pre- 
sent, on a mixed system of seniority 
and selection. Those whose dutiet 
are of a routine character should rise by 
seniority to the highest point to which 
duties merely of tnat description can 
carry them; while thoM to whom 
functions of particular trust, and re- 
quiring special capacity, are confided, 
should be selected from the body on the 
discretion of the chief of the office. 
And this selection will generally be 
made honestly by him, if the original 
appointments tako place by open com- 
petition: for under that aystem, hig 
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establiskment will generally consist of 
individaals to whom, but for the offi- 
oial connexion, he would have been a 
stranger. If among them there be any 
in whom he, or his political friends and 
supporters, take an interest, it will be 
but occasionally, and only when, to 
this advantage of connexion, is added, 
as far as the initiatory examination 
could test it, at least equality of real 
merit. And, except when there is a 
yeiy strong motive to job these ap- 



pointments, there is always a strong 
one to appoint the fittest person ; being 
the one who ^ves to his chief the 
most useftil assistance, saves him most 
trouble, and helps mo8t< to build up 
that reputation for good management 
of public business, which necessarily 
and properly redoimds to the credit oi 
the minister, however much the quali- 
ties to which it is immediately owing 
may be those of his subordinates. 
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I'p is but a small portion of the public 
business of a country, which can be 
well done, or safely attempted, by the 
central authorities; and even in our 
own government, the least centralized 
in Europe, the legislative portion at 
(east of the governing body busies itself 
far too much with local affairs, employ- 
ing the supreme power of the state m 
cutting small knots which there ought 
to be other and better means of unty- 
mg. The enormous amount of private 
business which takes up the time of 
Parliament, and the thoughts of its in- 
dividual members, distracting them 
from the proper occupations of the 
great council of the nation, is felt by 
all thinkers and observers as a serious 
evil, and what is worse, an increasing 
one. 

It would not be appropriate to the 
limited design of this treatise, to dis- 
cuss at large the gi'eat question, in no 
way peculiar to representative govern- 
ment, of the proper limits of govern- 
mental acti(m. I nave said elsewhere^ 
what seemed to me most essential re- 
specting the principles by which the 
extent of that action ought to be deter- 
mined. But after subtracting from 
the functions performed by most Eu- 
ropeui governments, those which ought 

* *0n Liberty/ concluding chapter; and, 
at greater length, in the mial chapter o^ 
,Pmoiples <^ Political Economy.' 



not to be undertaken by public auth€ 
rities at all, tbere still remains so grea 
and various an aggregate of dutiei 
that, if only on the principle of divisioi 
of labour, it is indispensable to shar 
them between centrsil and local «utho 
nties. Not only are separate execu 
tive officers required for purely local 
duties (&n amount of separation which 
exists under all governments), but the 
popular control over those officers can 
only be advantageously exerted through 
a separate organ. Ineir original ap- 
pointment, the function of watching 
and checking them, the duty of pro- 
viding, or the discretion of witnholdmg, 
the supplies necessary for their opera- 
tions, should rest, not with the national 
Parliament or the national executive, 
but with the people of the locality. In 
some of the New England States these 
functions are still exercised directly by 
the assembled people ; it is said, witn 
better results than might be expected; 
and those highly educated communi- 
ties^ are so well satisfied with this pri- 
mitive mode of local government, tnat 
they have no desire to exchange it foz 
the only representative system they 
are acquainted with, by which all mi* 
norities are disfranchised. Such very 
peculiar circumstances, however, are 
required to make this arrangement 
work tolerably in practice, that re- 
course must generally be had to the 
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plan of repreMntative lab-ParUaments 
ht local affairs. These exist in Eng- 
land, bat yery incompletely, and witn 
ffreat irregolarity ana want of sjBtem : 
in some other conntrieif much less po- 
pularly goremedj their constitution is 
nur more rationiu. In England Uiere 
has always been more liberty, but 
worse organization, while in other 
oountries there is better organization, 
but less liberty. It is necessary, then, 
that in addition to the national repre^ 
sentation, there should be municipal 
and provincial representations: and 
tibe two questions which remain to be 
resolved are, how the local representa- 
tive bodies should be constituted, and 
what should be the extent of their 
functions. 

In considering these questions, two 
points require an equal degree of our 
attention : how the local business itself 
can be best done ; and how its transac- 
tion can be made most instrumental to 
the nourishment of public spirit and 
the development of mtelligence. In 
an earlier part of this inqmry, I have 
dwelt in strong language — hardly 
any language is strong enough to ex- 
press the strength of mv conviction — 
on the importance of that portion of 
the operation of free institutions, which 
may oe called the public education of 
the citizens. Now, of this operation 
the local administrative institutions 
are the chief Instrument. Except by 
the part they may take as jurymen in 
the administration of justice, the mass 
of the population have very little op- 
portunity of sharing personally in the 
eonduct of the general affairs of the 
community. Heading newspapers, and 
peihaps writing to them, public meet- 
ings, and solicitations of different sorts 
addressed to the political authorities, 
are the extent of the participation of 
private citizens in general politics, dur- 
mg the interval between one parlia- 
mentary election and another. Tnough 
it is impossible to exaggerate the im- 
portance of these various liberties, both 
as securities for freedom and as means 
of general cultivation, the practice 
which they^ give is more in tninking 
than in action, and in thinking without 
tha raspemsibilitiea of attion; whith 



with most people amounts to littk 
more than passively receiving the 
thoughts of some one else. But ib ths 
case of local bodies, besides the func- 
tion of electing, many citizens in turn 
have the chance of being elected, and 
many, either by selection or by rotation, 
fill one or other of the numerous local 
executive offices. In these positions 
they have to act, for public interests, 
as well as to think and jto speak, and 
the thinking cannot all be done by 

{>roxy. It may be added, Uiat these 
ocal functions, not being in general 
sought by the higher ranks, carry down 
the important political education which 
they are the means of oonferring, to a 
much lower grade in society. The 
mental discipline being thus a more 
important feature in local concerns 
than in the general affairs of the State, 
while there are not such vital interests 
dependent on the quality of the admi- 
nistration, a greater weight may be 
given to the former consideration, and 
the latter admits much more frequently 
of being postponed to it, than in mat- 
ters of general legislation, and the 
conduct of imperial affairs. 

The proper constitution of local re- 
presentative bodies does not present 
much difficulty. The principles which 
apply to it do not differ in any respect 
m)m those applicable to the national 
representation. The same obligation 
exists, as in the case of the more im- 
portant function, for making the bodies 
elective ; and the same reasons operate 
as in that case, but with still greater 
force, for ^ving them a widely demo* 
cratic basis: the dangeia being less, 
and the advantages, in point of popular 
education and cultivation, in some re- ' 
spects even greater. As the principal 
auty of the local bodies consists of the 
imposition and expenditure of locid ^ 
taxation, the electoral franchise should 
vest in all who contribute to the local 
rates, to the exclusion of all who do^ 
not. I assume that there is no indirect 
taxation, no octroi duties, or that if 
there are, they are supplementary only; 
those on whom their burthen falls being 
also rated to a direct assessment. Tlie 
representation of minorities should lii 
provided for in the same manner as 1m 
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^M national Parliament, and there are 
the same strong reasons fi>r pluralitj 
of votes. Only, there is not so decisiye 
an objection, in the interior as in the 
higher body, to making the plural vot- 
ing depend (as in some of the local 
elections of our own country) on a mere 
mone V qualification : for the honest and 
finigal dispeusation of money forms so 
much larger a part of the business of 
the looai, than of the national body, 
that there is more justice as ^ell as 

Solicy in aUowing a greater proper- 
onal influence to those who have a 
larger money interest at stake. 

in the most recently established of 
onr local representative institutions, the 
Boards of Guardians, the justices of 
peace of the district sit ex ojjfido along 
with the elected members, m number 
limited by law to a third of the whole. 
In the peculiar constitution of £nghsh 
society, 1 have no doubt of the bene- 
ficial effect of this provision. It se- 
cnres the presence, in these bodies, of 
a more educated class than it would 
perhaps be practicable to attract thither 
on any other terms; and while the 
Umiiation in number of the ex officio 
members precludes them from acquir- 
ing predominance by mere numerical 
atrength, they, as a virtual representa- 
tion of another class, having sometimes 
a dilferent inteiest from the rest, are a 
chepk upon the class interests of the 
fanners or petty shopkeepers who form 
ihe bulk of the elected Guardians. A 
similar commendation cannot be given 
to the constitution of the only provin- 
cial boards we possess, the Quarter 
Sesdons, consisting of the justices of 
peace alone ; on whom, over and above 
their judicial duties, some of the most 
important parts of the administrative 
business of the country depend for their 
per£jrmance. The mode of formation 
of these bodies is most anomalous, they 
being neither elected, nor, in any pro- 
per sense of the term, nominated, but 
nolding their important functions, like 
the feudal lords to whom they suc- 
ceeded, virtually by right of their acres: 
the appointment vested in the Crown 
(or, speaking practically, in one of 
themselves, the Lord Lieutenant) being 
^pde use of pnV as a means oi ex- 



cluding anj one who it is thought 
would do discredit to the body, or, now 
and then, one who is on the wrong side 
in politics. The institution is the most 
aristocratic in principle which now re 
mains in England; fiEU* more so than 
the House of Lords, for it grants public 
money and disposes of important public 
interests, not in conjunction with a po- 
pular assembly, but alone. It is clung 
to with proportionate tenacity by our 
aristocratic classes ; but is obviously at 
variance with all the p|d|^ples which 
are the foundation oi^^resentative 
^vemment. In a County board, there 
IS not the same justification as in 
Boards of Guardians, tor even an ad- 
mixture of eo; officio with elected men^ 
bers: since the business of a county 
being on a sufficiently large scale to be 
an object of interest and attraction to 
country gentlemen, they would have 
no more difficulty in getting them- 
selves elected to the .Board, than they 
have in being returned to Parfiameut 
as county members. 

In regard to the proper cironm-' 
Bcription of the constituenoies which 
elect the local representative bodies; 
the principle which, when applied as 
an exclusive and unbending rule to Pa^ 
Hamentary representation, is inappro* 
pria.e, namely conununity of local in- 
terests, is here the only just and ap- 
plicable one. The very object of hav- 
mg a local representation, is in order 
that those who have any interest in 
common, which thev do not share with 
the general body of their countrymen, 
may manage that joint interest by 
themselves : and the purpose is contra- 
dicted, if the distribution of the local 
representation follows any other rule 
than the grouping of those joint inte- 
rests. There are local interests peco- 
liar to every town, whether great or 
small, and common to all its inhabit- 
ants: every town, therefore, without 
distinction of size, ought to have its 
municipal council It is equally ob- 
vious, that ever^ town ought to have 
but one. The different quarters of the 
same town have seldom or never any 
material diversities of local interest; 
they all require to have the same things 
done, the same expenses incurred ; and 
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•zoept at to their churches, which it is 
prolmblj desirable to leave under 
limply parochial management, the same 
arrangements may be made to serve 
for all. Paving, liKhtine, water supply, 
drainage, port and marKet regulations, 
cannot without great waste and incon- 
▼enience be different for different quar- 
ters of the same town. The subdivi- 
sion of London into six or seven inde- 
pendent districts, each with its separate 
arrangements for local business (seve- 
ral of them mthout unity of adminis- 
tration eveti'^within themselves) pre- 
Tonts the possibility of consecutive or 
well regulated co-operation lor common 
objects, precludes anv uniform principle 
for the discharge of local duties, com- 
pols the general government to take 
things upon itself which would be best 
left to local authorities if there were 
any whose authority extended to the 
entire metropolis; and answers no pur- 
pose but to keep up the fiintastical 
trappings of that union of modem job- 
bing and antiquated foppery, the Cor- 
poration of the City of London. 

Another equally important principle 
is, that in each local circumscription 
there should be but one elected body 
(for all local business, not different 
bodies for different parts of it. Divi- 
lion of labour dues not mean, cutting 
up evenr business into minute frac- 
tions; it means the union of such 
operations .as are fit to be performed 
by the same persons, and the separa- 
tion of such as can be better performed 
by different persons. The executive 
duties of the locality do indeed require 
to be divided into departments, for the 
lame reason as those of the stat« ; be- 
cause thev are of diverse kinds, each 
requiring knowledge peculiar to itself 
and neeaing, for its due performance, 
the undivided attention of a specially 

Sualitied functionary. But the reasons 
)r subdivision which apply to the 
ixecution, do not apply to the control. 
I'he business of the elective body is 
lot to do the work, but to see that it 
s properly done, and that nothing 
necessary is left undone. This' func- 
tion can be fulfilled for all departments 
by tlie same superintending body; 
and by a collective and comprehensive 



£Eir better than b^ a loinnte and micro- 
scopic view. It is as absurd in public 
affairs as it would be in private, that 
every workman should be looked aftei 
by a superintendent to himself! The 
Government of the Crown consists ol 
many departments, and there are many 
mini.stei-s to conduct them, but those 
ministers have not a Parliament apiece 
to keep them to their duty. The 
local like the national parliament, has 
for its proper business to consider the 
interest of the locality as a whole, 
composed of parts all of which must 
be adapted to one another, and at- 
tended to in the order and ratio of 
their importance. There is another 
very weighty reason for uniting the 
control of all the business of a locality 
imder^ one body. The greatest imper- 
fection of popular local institutions, 
and the cnief cause of the failure 
which so often attends them, is the 
low calibre of the men by whom they 
are almost always carried on. That 
these should be of a very miscellaneous 
character is, indeed, part of the useful- 
ness of the institution ; it is that cir- 
cumstance chiefly which renders it a 
school of political capacity and general 
intelligence. But a school supposes 
teachers as well as scholars : the 
utility of the instruction greatly de- 
pends on its bringing inferior minds 
mto contact with superior, a contact 
which in the ordinary course of life is 
altogether exceptional, and the want 
of which contributes more than any- 
thing else to keep the generality of , 
mankind on one level of contented 
ignorance. The school, moreover, is 
worthless, and a school of evil instead 
of good, if through the want of diie 
surveillance, and of the presence with- 
in itself oi" a higher order of characters, 
the action of the body is allowed, as it 
so often is, to degenerate into an 
equally unscrupulous and stupid pur- 
suit of the selt-iuterest of its members. 
]^ow it is quite hopeless to induce per- 
sons of a high class, either socially or 
intellectually, to take a share of local 
administration in a corner by piece* 
meal, as members of a Paving Board 
or a J^rainage Commission. The 
entire local business of their town it 
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not more than a sufficient object, to 
indace men whose tastes incline them 
and whose knowledge qualifies them 
for national affairs, to become members 
of a mere local body, and devote to it 
the time and study which are neces- 
sary to render their presence anything 
more than a screen for the jobbing of 
inferior persons nnder the shelter of 
their responsibility. A mere Board of 
W^orks, though it comprehend the en- 
tire metropolis, is sure to be composed 
of the same class of persons as the 
vestries of the London parishes ; nor is 
it practicable, or even desirable, that 
sucQ should not form the majority; 
but it is important for every purpose 
-which local bodies are designed to 
serve, whether it be the enlightened 
and honest performance of their special 
duties, or the cultivation of the poli- 
tical intelligence of the nation, that 
every such body should contain a por- 
tion of the very best minds of the 
locality: who are th^s brought into 
perpetual contact, of the most useful 
tind, with mindS^of a lower grade, re- 
ceiving from them what local or pro- 
fessional knowledge they have tegive, 
and in return inspiring them with a 
-portion of their own more enlarged 
ideas, and higher and more enlightened 
purposes. 

A mere village has no claim to a 
mimicipal representation. By a vil- 
lage 1 mean a place whose inhabitants 
are not markedly distinguished by oc- 
cupation or social relations from those 
of the rural districts adjoining, and for 
whose local wants the arrangements 
made for the surroundins territory 
will suffice. Such small places have 
rarely a sufficient public to furnish a 
tolerable municipal council: if they 
contain any talent or knowledge ap- 
plicable to public business, it is apt to 
oe all concentrated in some one man, 
who thereby becomes the dominator 
of the place. It is better that such 
places should be merged in a larger 
circumscription. The local represen- 
tation of rural districts will naturally 
be determined by geographical con- 
siderations ; with due regard to those 
sympathies of feeling by which human 
beings are so muoh aided to act in 



concert, and which partly follow his- 
torical boundaries, such as those of 
counties or provinces, and partly com- 
munity of interest and occupation, as 
in agiicultural, maritime, manufactur- 
ing, or mining districts. Different 
kinds of local business mav require 
different areas of representation. The 
Unions of parishes nave been fixed on 
as the most appropriate basis for the 
representative bodies which superin- 
tend the relief of indigence; while, 
for the proper regulation of highways, 
or prisons, or police, a larger extent, 
like that of an average county, is not 
more than sufficient. In these large 
districts, therefore, the maxim, that an 
elective body constituted in any loca- 
lity should have authority over all the 
local concerns common to the locality, 
requires modification from another 
pnnciple; as well as from the com- 
peting consideration, of the importance 
of obtaining for the discharge of the 
local duties the higliest qualifications 
possible. For example, if it be neces- 
sary (as I believe it to be) for the pro- 
per administration of the Poor Laws, 
that the area of rating should not be 
more extensive than most of the pre- 
sent Unions, a principle which requires 
a Board of Guardians for each Union : 
yet, as a much more highly qualified 
class of persons is likely to be obtain- 
able for a County Board, than those 
who compose an average Board of 
Guardians, it may on that ground be 
expedient to reserve for the County 
Boards some higher descriptions of 
local business, which might otherwise 
have been conveniently managed with* 
in itself by each separate Union. 

Besides the controlling Council, or 
local Bub-Parh'ament, local business 
has its executive department. With 
respect to this, the same questions 
arise, as with respect to the executive 
authorities in the State ; and they 
may, for the most part, be answered in 
the same manner. The principles ap* 
plicable to all public trusts are in sud- 
stance the same. In the first place, 
each executive officer should be single, 
and singly responsible for the whole oi 
the duty committed to his charge. Ja 
the next places be dhould be nomi' 



11« 



LOCAL RBPttESENTATIVB BODIES. 



nated, not elected. It is ridiciiloiu 
that a ■urveyor, or a health officer, or 
even a collector of rates, should he ap- 
pointed hy popnlar sufirage. The 
popular choice usually depends on in- 
terest with a few local leaaers, who, as 
thej are not supposed to make the ap- 
pointment, are not re^nsible for it: 
or on an appeal to sympathy, founded 
on haying twelve children, and having 
been a rate-payer in the parish for 
thirty rears. If in cases m this de- 
scription election by the population is 
a farce, appointment by tl^ local re- 
presentative body is little less objec- 
tionable. Such bodies have a per- 
petual tendency to become joint-stock 
ansociations for carrying into efiect 
the private jobs of their various mem- 
bers. Appointments should be made 
on the inoividual responsibility of the 
Chairman of the body, let him be 
called Mayor. Chairman of Quarter 
Sessions, or by whatever other title. 
He occupies in the locality a position 
analogous to that of the prime minister 
in the State, and under a well-orga- 
nized system the appointment and 
watching of the local officers would be 
the most important part of his duty : 
he himself being appointed by tne 
Council from its own number, subject 
either to annual re-election, or to re- 
moval by a vote of the body. 

From the constitution of the local 
bodies, I now pass to the equally im- 
portant and more difficult subject of 
their proper attributions. This ques- 
tion djviaes itself into two parte : what 
should be their duties, and whether 
they shonld have full authority within 
the sph<^re of those duties, or should 
be liable to any, and what, interfe- 
rence on the part of the central govern- 
ment. 

It is obvious, to begin with, that all 
business purely local — all which con- 
cerns only a single locality — should 
devolve upon the local authorities. 
The paving, lighting, and cleansing of 
the streets of a town, and in ordinary 
circumstances the draining of its 
houses, are of little consequence to 
any but its inhabitants. The nation 
at large is interested in them in no 
©tier way, than that in which it if | 



interested in the private well-befaig of 
all its individual eitizens. But among 
the duties classed as local, or per 
formed by local functionaries, there 
are many which might with equal 
propriety be termed national, being 
the share, belonging to the locality, m 
some branch of the public administra- 
tion in the efficiency of which the 
whole nation is alike interested : the 
g»ob, for instance, most of which in 
tnis country are under county manage- 
ment; the local poKce; the loccU ad- 
ministration of justice, much of whidi, 
especially in corporate towns, is per- 
formed by officers elected by the loc** 
lity, and paid from local funds. Mone 
of these can be said to be matters df 
local, as distinguished from national, 
importance. It would not be a matter 
personally indifferent to the rest of the 
countnr, if any part of it became a 
nest of robbers or a focus of demoraliza- 
tion, owing to the maladministration 
of its police ; or if, through the bad 
regulations of its gaol, the punishment 
which the courts of justice intended to 
inflict on the criminals confined there- 
in (who might have come firom, of 
committed ^eir offences in, any other 
district), might be doubled in intensity, 
or lowered to practical impunity. The 
points, moreover, which constitute 
good management of these thingpi, are 
we same everywhere; there is no 
good reason wh^ police, or gaols, or 
the administration of justice, should 
be differently managed in one part of 
the kingdom and in another;^ while 
there is great peril that in things so 
important, and to which the most in- 
structed minds available to the State 
are not more than adequate, the lower 
average of capacities which alone can 
be counted on for the service of tht 
localities, might commit errors of snch 
magnitude as to be a serious blot upon 
the general administration of the 
country. Security of person and pro- 
perty, and eoual justice between indi- 
viduals, are tne met needs of society, 
and the primary ends of government : 
if these things can be left to any re- 
sponsibility below the highest, there is 
nothing, except war and treaties, 
which requires a jieneral |;oVenuneii| 
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At all. Whatever are the best ar- 
rangements for secaring these pnmary 
objects should be made Universally 
obligatory, and, to secure their en- 
forcement, should be placed under cen- 
tral superintendence. It is often use- 
ful, and with the institutions of our 
ovn country even necessary, from the 
scarcity, in ; he localities, of officers 
representing the general government, 
that the execution of duties imposed 
by the central authority should be en- 
trusted to functionaries appointed for 
local purposes by the locality. But 
experience is daily forcing upon the 
public a conviction of the necessity of 
having at least inspectors appointed 
Iw the general government, to see 
that the local ofScers do their duty. 
If prisons are under local management, 
the central government appomts in- 
spectors of prisons, to take care that 
the rules laid down by Parliament are 
observed, and to suggest others if the 
state of the gaols shows them to be re- 
quisite : as there are inspectors of fac- 
tories, and inspectors of schools, to 
watch over the observance of the Acts 
of Parliament relating to the first, and 
the fulBlment of the conditions on 
which State assistance is granted to 
the latter. 

But, if the administration of justice, 
police and gaols included, is both so 
universal a concern, and so much a 
matter of-general science independent 
of local peculiarities, that it mav be, 
and ought to be, uniformly regulated 
throughout the country, and its regu- 
lation enforced by more trained and 
skil^ hands than those of purely 
local authorities; there is also business, 
such as the administration of the poor 
laws, sanitary regulation, and otners, 
which, while really interesting to the 
whole country, cannot consistently 
with the very purposes of local admi- 
nistration, be managed otherwise than 
by the localities. In regard to such 
duties, the question arises, how far the 
local authorities ought to be trusted 
with discretionary power, free from any 
•aperintendence or control of the State. 

To decide this question, it is essential 
to consider what is the comparative posi- 
tion of thrd central uid the local autho- 



rities, as to capacity for the work and 
se'burity against negr^ncn or abuse. 
In the first place, the local representa- 
tive bodies and their officers are alnaost 
certain to be of a much lo'ver grade of 
intelligence and knowledge, than Parlia- 
meni and the national executive. Se- 
condly, besides being theipselves of in- 
ferior qualifications, they are watched 
by, and accountable to, an i^•ferior public 
opinion. The public under whose eyes 
they act, and by whom they are criti- 
cised, is both more limited in extent, 
and generally far less enlightened, than 
that which surrounds and Almonishes 
the highest authorities at the capital ; 
while the comparative smallness of tlie 
interests involved, causes even that in- 
ferior public to direct its thoughts to 
the subject less intently, and with less 
solicitude. Far less interference is 
exercised by the press and bypubKc 
discussion, and that which is ef rcised 
may with much more impunity >e dis- 
regarded, in the proceedings of local, 
than in those of national authorities. 
Thus far, the advantage seems wholly 
on the side of management by the cen- 
tral government. But, when we look 
more closely, these motives of preference 
are found to be balanced bv othen 
fully as substantial If the local au- 
thorities and public are inferior to the 
central ones in knowledge of the prin- 
ciples of administration, they have the 
compensating advantage of a far more 
direct interest in the result. A man^s 
neighbours or his landlord may be much 
cleverer than himself, and not without 
an indirect interest in his prosperity, 
but for all that, his interests will be 
better attended to in his own keeping 
than in theirs. It is further to be re- 
membered, that even supposing the 
central government to administer 
through its own officers, its officers do 
not act at the centre, but in the lo- 
calitjr : and however inferior the local 

{>ublie may be to the central, it is the 
ocal public alone which has anpr 
opportunity of watching them, and it 
is the local opinion alone which either 
acts directly upon their Own conduct, 
or calls the attention of the govern- 
ment to the points in which they may 
require correction. It is but in extreme 
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tliat tbe general opinion of the 
eonntiy is brongnt to bear at all upon 
details of local administration, and still 
more rarely has it the means of decid- 
ing npon them with any jnst apprecia< 
tion of the case. Now, the local 
opinion necessarily acts far more for- 
cibly upon purely local administrators. 
They, m the natural course of things, 
are permanent residents, not expecting 
to be withdrawn from the place when 
they cease to exercise authority in it ; 
and their authority itself depends, by 
mpnosition, on the will of the local 
public. I need not dwell on the de- 
ficiencies of the central authority in de- 
tailed knowledge of local persons and 
things, and the too great engrossment 
of its time and thoughts by other con- 
cerns, to admit of its acquiring the 
quantity and quality of local knowledge 
necessary eyen for deciding on com- 
plaints, and enforcing responsibility 
from so great a number of local agents. 
In the details of management, there- 
fore, the local bodies will generally 
haye the advantage; but in compre- 
hension of the principles even of purely 
local manBgement, the superiority of 
the central government, when rightly 
constituted, ought to be prodigious: 
not only by reason of the probably 
great personal superiority of the indi- 
viduals composiug it, and the multi- 
tude of thinkers and writers who are 
at all times engaged in pressing useful 
ideas upon their notice, but also be- 
cause the knowledge and experience of 
any local authority is but local know- 
ledge and experience, confined to their 
own part of the country &nd its modes 
of management) whereas the central 
government has the means of knowing 
all that is to be learnt from the united 
experience of the whole kingdom, with 
the addition of easy access to that of 
foreign countries. 

The practical conclusion from these 
premises is not difficult to draw. The 
authority which is most conversant 
with principles should be supreme over 
principles, while that which is most 
competent in details should have the 
details left to it. The principal busi- 
ness of the central authority should be 
to give instruction, of the local autho- 



rity to apply it. Power may hi local* 
ized, but knowledge, to be most useful, 
must be centralized; there must be 
somewhere a focus at which all its 
scattered rays are collected, that the 
broken and coloured lights which exist 
elsewhere may find- there what is. 
necessary to complete and purify them. 
To every branch of local administra- 
tion which affects the general interest, 
there should be a corresponding central 
organ, either a minister, or some speci- 
ally appointed functionary under him ; 
even if that functionary does no more 
than collect information from all quar- 
ters, and bring the experience acquired 
in one locality to the knowledge of 
another where it is wanted. But there 
is also something more than this for 
the central authority to do. It ou^ht 
to keep open a perpetual oonamumca- 
tion with the localities : informing itself 
by their experience, and them by its 
own ; giving advice freely when asked, 
volunteering it when seen to be re- 
quired ; compelling publicity and re- 
cordation of proceedings, and enforcing 
obedience to every general law which 
the legislature has laid down on the 
subject of local management. That 
some such laws ought to be laid down 
few are likely to deny. The localities 
may be allowed to mismanage their 
own interests, but not^ to prejudice 
those of others, nor violate those prin- 
ciples of justice between one person 
and another, of which it is the duty of 
the State to maintain the rigid ob- 
servance. If the local majority at- 
tempts to oppress the minority, or one 
class another, the State is bound to 
interpose. For example, all local rates 
ought to be voted exclusively by the 
local representative body; out that 
body, though elected solely by rate- 
payers, may raise its revenues by 
imposts of such a kind, or assess 
them in such a manner, as to throw 
an unjust share of the burthen on 
the poor, the rich, or some particular 
class of the population : it is the duty, 
therefore, of the legislature, while leav- 
ing the mere amount of the local 
taxes to the discretion of the local 
body, to lay down authoritatively tho 
moaes of taxation, and rules of ABsefift- 
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Aent, wKich alone the localities shall 
be permitted to use. Again, in the ad- 
ministration of public charity, the in- 
dustry and morality of the whole labour- 
ing population depend, to a most seri- 
ous extent, upon sidherence to certain 
fixed principles in awarding relief. 
Thougn it belongs essentially to the 
local functionaries to determine who, 
according to those principles, is entitled 
to be relieved, the national parlian^ent 
is the proper authority to prescribe the 
principles themselves ; and it would 
neglect a most important part of its 
duty if it did not, in a matter of such 
grave national concern, lay down im- 
perative rules, and make effectual pro- 
vision that those rules should not be 
departed from. What power of actual 
interference with the local adminis- 
trators it may be necessary to retain, 
for the due enforcement of the laws, is 
a question of detail into which it would 
be Qseless to enter. The laws them- 
selves will naturally define the penal- 
ties, and fix the mode of their enforce- 
ment. It may b^ requisite, to meet 
extrer e cases, that the powei' of the 
central authority should extend to dis- 
solving the local representative council, 
or dis nissing the focal executive : but 
not to making new appointments, or sus- 

f ending the local institutions. Where 
*arK ment has not interfered, neither 
ought any branch of the executive to 
interfere with authority*; but as an ad- 
viser and critic, an enforcer of the laws, 
and a denouncer to Parliament or the 
local constituencies, of conduct which it 
deems condemnable, the functions of 
the executive are of the greatest possi' 
ble V Ine. 

Some may think, that however much 
the central authority surpasses the local 
in knowledge of the principles of ad- 
ministration, the great object which has 
been bo much insisted on, the social 



and political education of the citizensi 
requires that they should be left to 
manage these matters by their own, 
however imperfect, lights. To this it 
might be answered, that the education 
of the citizens is not the only thing to 
be considered; government and ad- 
ministration do Dot exist for that alone, 
great as its importance is. But the 
objection shows a very imperfect under- 
standing of the function of popular in- 
stitutions as a means of political instruo^ 
tion. It is but a poor education that 
asso<nates ignorance with ignorancei 
and leaves them, if they care for know- 
ledge, to grope their way to it without 
help, and to do without it if they do 
not. What is wanted is, the means 
of making ignorance aware of itself, 
and able to profit by knowledge ; ac- 
customing minds which know only rou- 
tine, to act upon, and feel the value of, 
Srinciples : teaching them to compare 
ifferent modes of action, and learn, by 
the use of their reason, to distinguish 
the best. When we desire to have a 
good school, we do not eliminate the 
teacher. The old remark, 'as the 
schoolmaster is, so will be the school,* 
is as true of the indirect schooling of 
grown people by public business, as ol 
the schoohng of youth in academies 
and colleges. A government which at- 
tempts to do everything, is aptly com- 
pared by M. Charles de Bemusat to a 
schoolmaster who does all the pupils* 
tasks for them ; he may be very popular 
with the pupils, but he will teacn them 
little. A government, on the other 
hand, which neither does anything 
itself that can possibly be done by 
any one else, nor shows any one else 
how to do anything, is like a school in 
which there is no schoolmaster, but 
only pupil-teachers who have never 
themselves been taught. 
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/ poRTiov of Tnankind ma^ be eaid to 
■nnstimte * Nationality, if they are 
united among thenitelveB bj common 
sympathies, whicb do not exist between 
tnem and anj others — whi^h make 
them co-operate with each other more 
willingly than with other people, desire 
to be under the same government, and 
ilcfiire that it Khonld be government by 
themselves or a portion of themselves, 
excluRi vely . This feeling of nationality 
may have been generated by various 
cAunes. Sometimes it is the effect of 
iilentitv of race and descent. Commn- 
nitv of language, and commmiity of 
religion, greatly contribnte to it Geo- 
graphicallimits are one of its causes. 
But the strongest of all is identity of 
political antecedents ; the possession of 
a national history, and consequent com- 
munity of recollections; collective pride 
and humiliation, pleasure and regret, 
connected with the same incidents in 
the past. None of these circmm^tances 
however are either indispensable, or 
necessarily sufficient by themselves. 
Switzerland has a strong sentiment of 
nationality, though the cantons are of 
different races, different languages, and 
different religions. Sicily^ has, Uirough- 
out history, felt itself quite distinct in 
nationality from Naples, notwithstand- 
ing identity of religion, almost identity 
of language, and a considerable amount 
of common niRtorical antecedents. The 
Flemish and i tie Walloon provinces of 
Belgium, n* twithstanding diversity of 
race and lar guage, have a much greater 
feeling of ommon nationality, than the 
fom:cr nave with Holland, or the latter 
with France. Yet in general the na- 
tional feeling is proportionally weak- 
ened by the failure of^any of the causes 
which contribute to it. Identity of 
language, literature, and, to some ex- 
tent, of race and recollections, have 
maintained the feeling of nationality 
in considerable strength among the 
different portions of the Q^iman name, 



though they have at no time been really 
united under the same government; 
but the feeling has never reached to 
making the separate states desire to 
eet rid of their autonomy. Among 
Italians an identity far from complete^ 
of language and uterature, combined 
with a geographical position which se- 
parates them by a distinct line from 
other countries, and, perhaps more than 
everything else, the possession of a 
common name, which makes them all 
glory in the past achievements in arts, 
arms, politics, religious primacy, sci- 
ence, and literature, of any who shiure 
the same designation, give rise to an 
amount of national feeling in the popu- 
lation, which, though still imperfect, 
has been sufficient to produce the great 
events now passing before us, notwith- 
standing a great mixture of races, and 
althougn they have never, in either an- 
cient or modem history, been under tho 
same government, except while that 
government extended or was extending 
itself oyer the greater part of the Imown 
world. 

Where the sentiment of nationality 
exists in any force, there is a prima 
fade case for uniting all the members 
of the nationality under the same go- 
vernment, and a government to them- 
selves apart. Tms is merely saying 
that the (question of government ought 
to be decided by the governed. One 
hardly knows wnat any division of the 
human race should be free to do, if not 
to determine, with which of the yarious 
collective bodies of human beings they 
choose to associate themselves. But, 
when a people are ripe for free institu- 
tions, there is a still more vital consi- 
deration. Free institutions are next tf 
impossible in a country made up of dif- 
ferent nationalities. Among a people 
without fellow-feeling, especiall.v if they 
read and speak different languages, the 
united pubiio opinion, necessary to the 
working of representative gcyemmentk 
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MLonot enst. The influences which 
fonn opinions and decide political acts, 
are dinerent in the different sections of 
the country. An altogether different 
set of leaders have the confidence of one 
part of the country and of another. The 
same hooks, newspapers, pamphlets, 
speeches, do not reach them. One sec- 
tion does not know what opinions, or 
what instinitions, are circulating in 
another. The same incidents, the same 
acts, the same system of government, 
affect them in different ways ; and each 
fears more injury to itself fifom the other 
nationalities, than from the common 
arbiter, the state. Their mutual an- 
tipathies are generally much stronger 
than jealousy of the government. That 
tkujr one of them feeb aggrieved by the 
poHoy of the common rmer, is sufficient 
to determine another to suj>port that 
policy. Even if all are aggrieved, none 
feel that they can rely on uie others for 
fidelity in a joint resistance; the 
strength of none is sufficient to resist 
alone, and each may reasonably think 
that it consults its own advantage most 
by bidding for the favour of the govern- 
ment against the rest. Above all, the 
grand and onl^ effectual security in the 
last resort against the despotism of the 
government, is in that case wanting: 
the sympathy of the army with the 
people. The military are the part of 
every community in whom, from the 
nature of the case, the distinction be- 
tween their fellow-countrymen and fo- 
reigners is the deepest and strongest. 
To the rest of the people* foreigners are 
merely strangers ; to the sol(uer, they 
are men against whom he maybe called, 
at a week's notice, to fight for life or 
death. The difference to him is that 
between friends and foes — we may al- 
most say between fellow-men and an- 
other kind of animals : for as respects 
the enemy, the only law is that of force, 
and the only mitigation, the same as in 
the case of other animals >that of sim- 
ple humanity. Soldiers to whose feel- 
mgs half or three-fourths of the subjects 
of the same government are foreigners, 
will have no more scruple in mowine 
them down, and no more desire to ask 
the reason why, than they would have 
in doiQg tlie aame thing against de- 



clared enemies. ^ An army composed o\ 
various nationalities has no other pa> 
triotism than devotion to the flag. 
Such armies have been the executioners 
of liberty through the whole duration 
of modem history. The sole bond 
which holds them together is their offi- 
cers, and the government which they 
serve j and their only idea, if they have 
any, of public duty, is obedience to 
orders. A government thus supported, 
by keeping its Hungarian regiments in 
Italy and its- Italian in Hungary, can 
long continue to rule in both places with 
the iron rod of foreign conquerors. 

If it be said that so broadly marked 
a distinction between what is due to a 
fellow-countryman and what is due 
merely to a human creature, is more 
worthy of savages than of civilized be- 
ings, and ought, with the utmost en- 
ergy, to be contended against, no one 
holos that opinion more strongly than 
myself. But this object, one of the 
worthiest to which human endeavour 
can be directed, can never, in the pre- 
sent state of civilization, be promoted 
by keeping different nationalities of 
anything hke equivalent strength, un- 
der the same government. In a bar- 
barous state of society, the case is 
sometimes different. The government 
may then be interested in softening the 
antipathies of the races, that peace may 
be preserved, and the coimtry more 
easily governed. But when there are 
either free institutions, or a desire for 
them, in any of the peoples artificially 
tied together, the interest of the go- 
vernment lies in an exactly opposite 
direction. It is then interested in 
keeping up and envenoming their an- 
tipathies ; that they may be prevented 
from coalescing, and it may he enabled 
to use some of them as tools for the en- 
slavement of others. The Austrian 
Court has now for a whole generation 
made these tactics its principal means 
of government ; with what fatal suc- 
cess, at the time of the Vienna insiur- 
rection and the Hungarian contest, the 
world knows too well. Happily there 
are now signs that improvement is too 
far advanced, to permit this policy to 
be any longer successful. 

For the preceding reasons, it is in 
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^neral a neccsparf condition of free 
institutions, that the bonndariee of go- 
▼ernments shonld coincide in the main 
with those of nationalities. But seve- 
ral considerations are liable to conflict 
in practice with this general principle. 
In the first place, its application is 
often preclnded by geographical hin- 
drances. There are parts even of Eu- 
rope, in which different nationalities 
are so locallv inteimingled, that it is 
not practicable for them to be under 
separate governments. The population 
of HungaiT is composed of Magyaiv, 
Slovacks, Croats, Serbs, Romnans, and 
in some districts, Germans, so mixed 
np as to be incapable of local separa- 
tion; and there 3s no course open to 
them but to make a virtue of necessity, 
and reconcile themselves to living to- 
irether under equal rights and laws. 
Their community of servitude, which 
dales only from the destruction of Hun- 
garian independence in 1849, seems to 
be ripening and disposing them for such 
an e(|ual union. The German colony 
of East Prussia is cut off from Germany 
by part of the ancient Poland, and be- 
ing too weak to maintain separate in- 
dependence, must, if geographical con- 
tinuity is to be maintained, be either 
under a non-German government, or 
the intervening Polish teriitory must 
be under a German one. Another con- 
siderable region in which the dominant 
element of the population is German, 
the provinces oi Courland, Esthonia, 
and Livonia, is condemned by its local 
situation to form part of a Slavonian 
state. In Eastern Germany itself there 
is a large Slavonic population : Bohe- 
mia is principally Slavonic, Silesia and 
other dit-tricts partially so. The most 
united country in Europe, France, is 
far from being homogeneous : indepen- 
clently of the fragments of foreign na- 
tionalities at its remote extremities, it 
consists, as language and history prove, 
of two portionfi, one occupied almost ex- 
clusively by a Gallo-Roman population, 
while in the other the F^ankl^h, Bur- 
gundian, and other Teutonic races form 
A conisderable ingredient. 

When proper allowance has been' 
made for geographical exigencies, an- 
other moropurely moral and social con- 



sideration offers itself. Experfenoa 
proves, that it is possible for one na- 
tionality to merge and be absorbed is 
another: and when it was originally 
an inferior and more backward portion 
of the human race, the absorption is 
greatly to its advantage. Nobody can 
suppose that it is not more beneficial 
to a Breton, or a Basque of French 
Navarre, to be brought into the current 
of the ideas and feelings of a highly 
cinlized and cultivated people — to tie 
a member of the Frencn nationality, 
admitted on equal terms to all the pri- 
vileges of French citizenship, sharing 
the advantages of French protection, 
and the dignity and prestige of French 
power — than to sulk on his own rocks, 
the half-savage relic of past times, re- 
volving in his own little mental orbi# 
without participation or interest in the 
general movement of the world. The 
same remark applies to the Welshman 
or the Scottish Highlander, as mem- 
bers of the British nation. 

Whatever really tends to the ad- 
mixture of nationalities, and the blend- 
ing of their attributes and peculiarities 
in a common union, is a benefit to the 
human race. Not by extinguishing 
types, of which, in these cases, suffi- 
cient examples are sure to remain, but 
by softening their extreme forms, and 
filling up tne intervals between them. 
The united people, like a crossed bieed 
of animals (but m a still greater degree, 
because the infiuences in operation are 
moral as well as physical), inherits the 
special aptitudes and excellences of all 
its progenitors, protected By the ad- 
mixture from being exaggerated into 
the neighbouring vices, liut to render 
this admixture possible, there must be 
peculiar conditions. I'he combinations 
of circumstances which occur, and 
which afiect the result, are various. 

The nationalities brought together 
under the same government, may be 
about equal in numbers and- strength, 
or they mav be very unequal. If un. 
equal, the least numerous of ^he tw4 
may either be the superior in civiliza- 
tion, or the inferior. Supposing it to 
be superior, it may either, through 
that superiority, be able to acquire as- 
cendancy over the other, or it may be 
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•irercome bj brute strength, and i^e* 
duc^ to subjection. This last is a 
obeer mischief to the human race, and 
one which civilized humanity with one 
accord should rise in arms to prevent. 
The absorption ofGreece by Macedonia 
was one of the greatest misfortunes 
which ever happened to the world: 
that of any of the principal countries 
of Europe by Russia would be a similar 
one. 

If the smaller nationality, supposed 
to be the more advanced in improve- 
ment, is able to overcome the greater, 
as the Macedonians; reinforced by the 
Greeks, did Asia, and the English In- 
dia, there is often a gain to civilization ; 
bat the con(juerors and the conquered 
cannot in this case live together under 
the same free institutions, ^lie ab- 
sorption of the conquerors in the less 
advanced people would be an evil: 
these must be governed as subjects, 
and the state of things is either a be- 
nefit or a misfortune, according as the 
subjugated people nave or have not 
reached the state in which it is an in- 
jury not to be under a free government, 
and according as the conquerors do or 
do not use their superiority in a manner 
calculated to fit the conquered for a 
higher stage of improvement. This 
topic wiU be particularly treated of in 
a subsequent chapter. 

When the nationality which suc- 
ceeds in overpowering the other, is both 
the most numerous and the most im- 
proved ; and especially if the subdued 
nationality is small, and has no hope 
of reasserting its independence ; then, 
if it is governed with any tolerable jus- 
tice, and if the members of the more 
powerful nationality are not made 
odious by being invested with exclusive 
privileges, the smaller nationality^ is 
gradually reconciled to its position, 
and becomes amalgamated with the 
Airger. No Bas-Breton, nor even any 
Alsatian, has the smallest wish at the 
present day to be separated from 
France. If all Irishmen have not yet 
trrived at the same disposition towards 
England, it is partly because they are 
tofliciently numerous to be capable of 
tonstituting a respectable nationality. 
oy themselvei; but principally because. 



until of late years, they had been so atro- 
ciously governed, that all their best 
feelings combined with their bad ones 
in rousing bitter resentment against 
the Saxon rule. Tliis disgrace to Eng- 
land, and calamity to the whole empire, 
has, it may be truly said, completely 
ceased for nearly a generation. No 
Irishman is now less free than an 
Anglo-Saxon, nor 'has a less share of 
every benefit either to his country or 
to his individual fortunes, than if he 
were sprung from any other portion of 
the Bntish dominions. The only re« 
maining real grievance of Ireland, that 
of the State Church, is one which hal( 
or nearlv half, the people of the larger 
island have in common with them. 
There is now next to nothing, except 
the memory of the'* past, and the dif 
ference in tne predominant religion, tc 
keep apart two races, perhaps the mosi 
fitted of any two in the world to be the 
completing counterpart of one another 
The consciousness of being at last 
treated not only with equal justice but 
with equal consideration, is making 
such rapid way in the Irish nation, a& 
to be wearing off all feelings that could 
make them insensible to the benefits 
which the less numerous and less 
wealthy people must necessarily de- 
rive, from being fellow-citizens instead 
of foreigners to those who are not <mlv 
their nearest neighbours, but the weal 
thiest, and one of the freest, as well as 
most civilized and powerful, nations of 
the earth. 

The cases in which the greatest 
practical obstacles exist to the blending 
of nationalities, are when the nation- 
alities which have been bound together 
are nearly equal in numbers, and in the 
other elements of power. In such cases, 
each, confiding m its strength, and 
feeling itself capable of maintaining an 
equal struggle with any of the others, 
is unwilling to be merged in it : each 
cultivates with party obstinacy its dis- 
tinctive peculianties; obsolete customs, 
and even declining languages, are re- 
vived, to deepen the separation ; each 
deems itself tyrannized over if any au- 
thority is exercised within itself b^ 
functionaries of a rival race; and what* 
ever is given to one of the conflicting 
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natioiulitiet, u camndend to be takes 
finoDi ftll the reit. Wbcn natiopi, thne 
dhrided, m onder m despotic govem- 
meot wlucb it a ttrmnger to aD of them, 
or which, tboogh tpntif^ from one, yet 
faefing ereater interest in tti own 
power than in anj sympathies of na- 
tionalttj, assiems no piirikgt to either 
nation, and chooriee its instmraents in- 
differently from ail ; in the coorM of a 
few generations, identity of srtnation 
often prodoces harmony of feeling, and 
the different races come to feel towards 
each other as fellow-conntTTmen ; par- 
ticnlariy if they are dispersed over the 
same tract of comitry. But if the era 
of aspiration to free government arrives 
before this fusion has been effected, the 
opportunity has gone by for effecting 
it. From that time, -if the unreconciled 
nationaiitiM are geographicallj aepa- 



rato,«Bd e^edally if tbeir looU |Mii 
tkm is aiidi that there is no natural 
fitnefli or oontenieDce in their bein;; 
imder the same government (aa in iktd 
case of an Italian province onder a 
Frendi or German yokeX there is not 
only aa obviooi propriety, but, if either 
freedom or concord is dnd for, a ne- 
coesity, fer brei^dng tiie connexion a]- 
together. There may be cases in which 
the provinces, after semaration, mi^ht 
nKfnlly remain united oy a federal tie: 
but it generally happens that if they 
are willmg to forego complete indepen- 
dence, and become members of a fede- 
ration, CMch of them has other neigh- 
bonrs with whom it would prefer to 
connect itself having more sympathiee 
in common, if not also greats com- 
mimity of intneit. 
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PoRTiOES of mankind who are not 
fitted, or not disposed, to bve under the 
lame internal government, ma^ often 
with advantage be federally umted, as 
to their relations with foreigners : both 
to prevent wars among themselves, and 
for the sake of more effectual protection 
against the aggression of powerful 
States. 

To render a federation advisable, 
Rcveral conditions are necessary. The 
first is, that there should be a sufficient 
amount of mutual sympathy among the 
populations, llie federation binds them 
always to fight on the same side ; and 
'ithey have such feelings towards one 
mother, or such diversitv of feeling to- 
wards their neighbours, tnat they would 
Ipenerally prefer to fight on otposito 
rides, the federal tie is neither likely to 
)e of long duration, nor to be well ob- 
lerved while it subsists. The sym- 
pathies available for the purpose are 
jhose of race, language, religion, and 
%bove all, of political institutions, as 



conducing most to a feeling of identity 
of political interest ^^ hen a few free 
states, separately insufficient for their 
own defence, are nemmed in on aU sides 
by military or feudal monarchs, who 
bate and despise freedom even in a 
neighbour, those stetes have no chance 
for preserving liberty and ite blessings, 
but oy a federal umon. The common 
interest arising from this cause has in 
Switzerland, for several centuries, been 
found adequate to maintain efficiently 
the federal bond, in spite not only of 
difference of religion when religion was 
the grand source of irreconcilable poli- 
tical enmity throughout Europe, but 
also in s^ite of great weakness in the 
constitution of the federation itself In 
America, where all the conditions for 
the maintenance of union existed at the 
highest point, with the sole drawbiick 
of difference of institutions in the single 
but most importent article of SlaverjTf 
this one difference has gone so far m 
alienating from each other's symp* 
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diies the two ^viaions of the Union, 
that the mainteLance or disraption of 
m tie of 80 much value to them both, 
depends <m the issue of an obstinate 
cnvil war. ^ 

A second condition of the stability of 
m federal government, is that the sepa- 
rate states be not so poweriiil, as to be 
able to rely, fbr protection against 
foreign encroachment, on their indi- 
vidual strength. If they are, they will 
be apt to think that they do not gain, 
by union with others, the equivalent of 
what they sacrifice in their own liberty 
of action ; and cc)n8equently, whenever 
the policy of the Confederation, in 
things reserved to its cognizance, is 
different from that which any one of its 
members would separately pursue, the 
internal and sectional breach will, 
through absence of sufficient anxiety to 
preserve the union, be in danger of 
going so far as to dissolve it. 

A third condition, not less import- 
ant than the two others, is that tnere 
be not a very marked inequality of 
strength amohg the several contracting 
states. They cannot, indeed, be ex- 
actly equal in resources : in all federa- 
tions there will be a gradation of power 
among the members ; some will be more 
popnlooB, rich, and civilized than others. 
There is a wide difference in wealth 
and population between New York and 
Rhode Island ; between Bern, and Zug 
or Glaris. The essential is, that there 
should not be any one State so much 
^ more powerfnl than the "rest, as to be 
capable of vying in strength with many 
of them combined. If there be such a 
one, and only one, it will insist on being 
master of the joint deliberations : if 
there be two, they will be irresistible 
when they agree ; and whenever they 
differ, everything will be decided by a 
struegle for ascendancy between the 
Tivals. This cause is alone enough to 
reduce the (verman Bund to almost a 
nullity, independently of its wretched 
internal constitution. It effects none 
of the real purposes of a confederation. 
It has never bestowed on Germany an 
uniform system of customs, nor so much 
as an uniform coinage ; and has served 
only to give Austria and Prussia a 



assist the local sovereigns in keaping 
their subjects obedient to despotism, 
while in regard to external concern^ 
the Bund would make all Germany a 
dependency of Prussia, if there were nc 
Austria, and of Austria if there were 
no Prussia : and in the meantime each 
petty prince has little choice but to be 
a partisan of one or the other, or to in- 
tngue with foreign governments against 
both. 

There are two different modes of 
organizing a Federal Union. The 
federal authorities may represent the 
Governments solely, and their acts may 
be obligatory only on the Governments 
as such ; or they may have the power of 
enacting laws and issuing orders which 
are binding directly on individual citi- 
zens. The former is the plan of the 
German so-called Confederation, and 
of the Swiss Constitution previous to 
1847. It was tried in America for a 
few years immediately following the 
War of independence. The other prin- 
ciple is that of the existing Consti- 
tution of the United States, and has 
been adopted within the last dozen 
years by the Swiss Confederacy. The 
Federal Congress of the American 
Union is a substantive part of the 
government of every individual State. 
Within the limits of its attributions, 
it makes laws which are obeyed by 
every citizen individually, executes 
them through its own officers, and en- 
forces them by its own tribunals. This 
is the only principle which has been 
found, or which is ever likely, to pro- 
duce an effective federal government. 
An union between the governments 
only, is a mere allianoe, and subject to 
all the contingencies which render 
alliances precarious. If the acts of 
the President and of Congress were 
bindinff solely on the Governments oi 
New York, Virginia, or Pennsylvania, 
and could only be carried into effect 
through orders issued by those Govern- 
ments to officers appointed by them, 
under responsibility to their own courts 
of justice, no mandates of the Federal 
Government which were disagreeable 
to a local majority would ever be exe- 
cuted. Requisitions issued to a govern- 



le^ ril^ht of pouring ia their troops to ment have no other sanction, or meant 
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of enforoement. than war : and a fede- 
ral armj woula have to be always in 
readiness, to enforce the decrees of the 
Federation against any recalcitrant 
State ; subject to the probability that 
other States, qrmpathizin^ with the 
recusant, and perhaps sharing its senti- 
ments on the particular point in dis- 
pute, would witnhold their contingents, 
if not send them to fight in the ranks 
of the disobedient State. Such a fede- 
ration is nu>re likely to be a cause than 
a preyentiye of internal wars : and if 
such was not its effect in Switzerland 
until the events of the years immedi- 
ately preceding 1847, it was only be- 
cause the Federal Goyemment felt its 
weakness so strongly, that it hardly 
ever aUempted to exercise any real 
authority. In America, the experi- 
ment of a Federation on this principle 
broke down in the first few years of its 
existence ; happily while tue men of 
enlarged knowledge and ac(^uired as- 
cendancy, who founded the independ- 
ence of the Republic, were still aliye to 
guide it throupn the difficult transition. 
The * Federalist,* a collection of papers 
by three of these eminent men, written 
in explanation and defence of the new 
Federal Constitution while still await- 
ing the national acceptance, is even 
now the most instructiye treatise we 
possess on federal government.* In 
Germany, the more imperfect kind of 
federation, as all know, has not even 
answered the purpose of maintaining 
an alliance. It has never, in any 
European war, prevented single mem- 
bers of the Confederation from allying 
themselves with foreign powers against 
the rest. Yet this is the only federa- 
tion which seems possible among mo- 
narchical states. A king, who holds 
bis power by inheritance, not by dele- 
gation, and who cannot be deprived of 
it, nor made responsible to any one for 
its use, is not likely to renounce having 
a separate army, or to brook the exer- 
cise of sovereicrn authority over his own 
BiJDJects, not through him but directly, 

• Blr. Preeman't ** History of Federal Oo- 
ramments," of which only the fli-st Yolunia 
has yet ap|ieai*ed, la already an accession to 
the literatura of tha subject, equally valuable 
by its enlightened princ:[il«s and its mastery 
ef historical detail^. 



by another power. To enable two of 
more countries under kingly goyem- 
ment to be joined togeth^ in an e& 
fectual confederation, it seems neoesaaTj 
that thay should all be under tlie same 
king. England and Scotland were a 
federation of this description, during 
the interval of about a century between 
the union of the Crowns and that of the 
Parliaments. Even this was effective, 
not through federal institutions, fof 
none existed, but because the re^ 
power in both Constitutions was dunng 
the greater part of that time so nearly 
absolute, as to enable the foreis^ policy 
of both to be shaped accorung to a 
single will 

Under the more perfect mode of fe- 
deration, where every citizen of each 
particular State owes obedience to two 
Grovemments, that of his own State, 
and that of the federation, it is evi- 
dently necessary not only that the con- 
stitutional limits of the authority of 
each should be precisely and cleariy 
defined, but that the power to decide 
between them in any case of dispute 
should not reside in either of the Go- 
vernments, or in any functionary sub- 
ject to it, but in an umpire independent 
of both. There must be a Supreme 
Court of Justice, and a system of sub- 
ordinate Courts in ever^ State of the 
Union, before whom such questions 
shall be carried, and whose judgment 
on them, in the last stage of ^peal, 
shall be final. Every Slate of the 
Union, and the Federal Government 
itself, as well as every functionary of 
each, must be liable tol)e sued in those 
Courts for exceeding thdr powers, or 
for non-performance of their federal 
duties, and must in general be obliged 
to employ those Courts as the instro- 
ment for enforcing their federal rights. 
This involves the remarkable conse- 
ouence, actually realized in the United 
States, that a Court of Justice, the 
highest federal tribunal, is supreme 
over the various Governments, both 
State and Federal ; having the right 
to declare that any law made, or act 
done by them, exceeds the powers as- 
signed to them by the Federal Consti- 
tution, and, in ccmsequeiice, baa no 
legal validity. It was natural tc fe9? 
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itrong doubts, before trial had been 
made, bow such a provision would 
work; whether the tribunal would have 
the courage to exercise its constitutional 
power; if it did, whether it would exer- 
cise it wisely, and.whether the Govern- 
ments would consent t > submit peace- 
ably to its decision. The discussions 
«m the American Constitution, before 
its final adoption, give evidence that 
these natural apprehensions were 
strongly felt; but they ate now entirely 
quieted, since, during the two gene- 
rations and more which have subse- 
quently elapsed, nothing has occurred 
to verity them, though there have at 
times been disputes of considerable 
acrimony, and which became the badges 
of parties, respecting the limits of the 
authority of the l^ederal and State 
Governments. The eminently bene- 
ficial working of so singular a provision, 
is probably, as M. de Tocqueville re- 
marics, in a great measure attributable 
to the pccuharity inherent in a Court 
of Justice acting as- such — namely, 
that it does not declare the law eo 
nomine and in the abstract, but waits 
until a case between man and man is 
brought before it judicially, involving 
the puint in dispute : from which arises 
the happy eU'ect, that its declarations 
are not made in a very early stage of 
the controversy ; that much popular 
discussion usually precedes them ; that 
the Court, decides after hearing the 
pomt fully argued on both sides by 
lawyers of reputation ; decides only as 
much of the question at a time as is 
required by tne case before it, and its 
decision, instead of being volunteered 
for political purposes, is drawn from it 
by the duty which it caunot refuse to 
fulfil, of dispensing justice impartially 
between adverse litigants. Even these 
grounds of confidence would not have 
fofiiced to produce the respectful sub- 
mission with which all authorities have 
yielded to the decisions of the Supreme 
btmrt on the interpi-etation of the Con- 
Ititution, were it not that complete 
teliance has been felt, not only on the 
intellectual pre-eminence of the judges 
composing that exalted tribunal, but 
on their entire superiority over either 

, private or sectional partialities. This 



reliance has been in the' main justified ; 
but there is nothing which more vitally, 
imports the American people, than to 
guard with the most watchful solicitude 
against everything which has the re- 
motest tendency to produce deteriora- 
tion in the quahty of this great national 
institution. The confidence on which 
de|)ends the stability of federal insti- 
tutions was for the first time impaired, 
by the judgment declaring slavery to 
be of common right, and consequently 
lawful in the Territories while not yet 
constituted as States, even against, the 
will of a majority of their inhabitants. 
This memorable decision has probably 
done more than anything else to bring 
the sectional division to the crisis 
which has issued in civil war. The 
main pillar of the American Constitu- 
tion is scarcely strong enough, to bear 
man V more such shocks. 

The tribunals which act as umpires 
between the Federal and the State 
Governments, naturally also decide all 
disputes between two States, or between 
a citizen of one State and the govern- 
ment of another. The usual remedies 
between nations, war and diplomacy, 
being precluded by the federal union, 
it is necessary that a judicial remedy 
should supply their place. The Su- 
preme Court of the Federation dispenses 
international law, and is the first great 
example of what is now one of the 
most prominent wants of civilized so- 
ciety, a real International IViOunaL 

The powers of a Federal Government 
naturally extend not only to peace and 
war, and all questions which arise ba 
tween the country and foreign govern 
ments, but to making any other ar 
ran^ements which are, in the opinion 
of the States, necessary to their eiy'oy- 
ment of the full benefits of union. For 
example, it is a great advantage to 
them that their mutual commerce 
should be free, without the impediment 
of frontier duties and cusioai- houses. 
But this internal freedom cannot exist, 
if each State has the power oi fixing 
the duties on interchange of commo- 
dities between itself and foreign coun- 
tries ; since every foreign product lot 
in by one State, would be let into all 
the rest. And hence aU custom dutiQfi 



1S8 



FEDERAL REPRESENTATIVE GOVERNMENTS. 



and trade regulations, in the United 
Btates, are maide or repealed by the Fe- 
deral Government exciusivelj. Again, 
it ii a gfreai convenience to the States 
to have bat one coinage, and bot one 
system of weights and measures; which 
can only be ensured, if the regulation 
of these matters is entrusted to the 
Federal Government The certainty 
and celerity of Poet Office oommunica- 
tion is impeded, and its expense in- 
creased, if a letter has to pass through 
hsJf a dozen sets of public offices, sub- 
ject to different supreme authorities: 
It is convenient, therefore, that all Post 
Offices should be under the Federal 
Government. But on such questions 
the feelings of different communities 
are liable to be different. One of the 
Anieiican States, under the guidance 
of a man who h s displayed powers as 
a speculative political thinker superior 
to any who has appeared in American 
politics since the authors of the * Fede- 
ralist/* claimed a veto for each State 
on the custom laws of the Federal 
Con^irress: and' that statesman, in a 
posthumous work of ereat abilitv, 
which has been printed and widely 
circulated by the legislature of South 
Carolina, vindicated this pretension on 
the general principle of limiting the 
tyranny of the majority, and protecting 
minorities by admitting them to a sub- 
stantial participation in political power. 
One of the most disputed topics in 
American politics, during the eany part 
of this century, was whether the power 
of the Federal Government ought to 
extend, and whether by the Constitu- 
tion it did extend, to making roads and 
canals at the cost of the Union. It is 
only in transactions with foreign powers 
that the authority of the Federal Go- 
vernment is of necessity complete. On 
every othei subject, the question de- 
pends on how closely the people in 
general wish to draw the federal tie ; 
what portion of their local freedom of 
action they are willing to surrender, in 
order to ei\]oy more iully the benefit of 
oeing one nation. 

Respecting the fitting constitution 
of a federal government within itself 
moch needs not be said. It of course 
* ^f, Oalhoon* 1 



oonsbts of a legislative brancli and as 
executive, and the constitution of each 
b amenable to the same principles as 
that of representative governments 
generally. As regards uie mode ci 
adapting these general principles to a 
federal government, the pn^vision of 
the American Constitution seems ex- 
ceedingly judicious, that Congress 
should consist of two Houses, and that 
while one of them is constitutf^l ao- 
cordine to population, each State being 
entitled to representatives in the ratio 
of the number of its inhabitants, the 
other shoiild represent not the citizens, 
bat the State Governments, and every 
State, whether large or small, should 
be represented in it by the same number 
of members. Thi^ provision precludes 
any undue pov.ff fiom being exeroised 
by the more p<«werful States over the 
rest, and guarantees the reserved 
rights of the State Governments, by 
making it impossible, as far as the mode 
of representation can prevent, that any 
measure should pass Cong^ress, nnlf sa 
approved not only by a majority of the 
citizens, but by a majority of the 
States. I have before adverted to the 
further incidental advantage olitained, 
of raising the standard of quaKfications 
in one of the Houses. Being nomi> 
natcd hy select bodies, the Legisla- 
tures of'^ the various States, whose 
choice, for reasons already indicated, 
is mora likely to fall on eminent men 
than any popular election — ^who have 
not only the power of electing such, 
bnt a strong motive to do so, because 
the influence of their State in Uie 
geneml deliberations must be materi- 
ally affected by the personal weight 
and abilities of its representatives ; the 
Senate of the United States, thus 
chosen, has always contained nearly 
all the political men of established and 
high reputation in the Union: while 
the Lower House of Congress has, in 
the opinion of competent observers, 
been generally as remarkable for the 
absence of conspicuous personal merit, 
as the Upper House for its presence. 

Mlien the conditions exist for the 
formation of efficient and diuable 
Federal Unions, the multiplication of 
them is always a benefit fo the work^. , 
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It hM the same salutary effect at any 
otber extension of tke practice of co- 
operation, through which the weak, bv 
onitinif, can meet on eqnal terms with 
the (itrong. By diminishing the num- 
ber of those petty states which are not 
eqnal to their own defence, it weakens 
the temptations to an aggressive policy, 
whether working^' directly by arms, or 
through the prestige of superior power. 
It of course puts an ena to war and 
diplomatic quarrels, and usually also 
to restrictions on commerce, between 
the States composing the Union; 
while, in reference to neighbouring 
nations, the increased military strength 
conferred by it is of a kind to be 
almost exclusively available for de- 
fensive, scarcely at all for aggressive, 
purposes. A federal government has 
not a sufficiently concentrated autho- 
rity, to conduct with much efficiency 
any war but one of self-defence, in 
wmch it can rely on the voluntary co- 
operation of eveiT citizen : nor is there 
anything very flattering to national 
vanity or ambition in acquiring, by a 
successful war, not subjects, nor even 
fellow-citizens, but only new, and per- 
haps troublesome, independent mem- 
bers of the confederation. The war- 
like proceedings of the Americans in 
Mexico were purely exceptional, having 
been carried on principally by volun- 
teers, under the influence of the migra- 
tory ^n^pensity which prompts indivi- 
dual Americans to possess themselves 
of unoccupied land ; and stimulated, ii 
by any public motive, not by that of 
national aggrandizement, but by the 
purely sectional purpose of extending 
slavery. There are few signs in the 
proceedings of Americans, nationally 
or individually, that the desire of terri- 
torial acquisition for their country as 
such, has any considerable power over 
them. Their hankering after Cuba is, 
in the same manner, merely sectional, 
and the northern States, those opposed 
to slavery, have never in any way £h- 
voured it. 

The quoHtion may present itself (as 
in Italy at its present uprising) whether 
% country, which is determined to be 
united, should form a complete, or a 
merely federal union. The point is 



sometimes necessarily decided by the 
mere territorial magnitude of the 
united whole. There is a limit to the 
extent of country which can advan- 
tageously be governed, or even whose 
^vemment can beconveniently supet- 
intended, from a single centre. There 
are vast countries so governed; but 
they, or at least their distant provinces, 
are in general deplorably ill adminis- 
tered, and it is only when the in- 
habitants are almost savages that they 
could not manage their affairs bettei 
separately. This obstacle does not 
exist in tne case of Italy, the size ol 
which does not come up to that ol 
several very efficiently governed si^lc: 
states in past and present times. "Hie 
question then is, whether the different 
parts of the nation require to be 
governed in a way so essentially dif 
ferent, that it is not probable the same 
Legislature, and the same ministry or 
adniiniHtrative body, will give satis&c- 
tion to them all. Unless this be the 
c4Me, which is a question of fact, it 
is better for them to be completely 
united. That a totally different sys- 
tem of laws, and very different ad- 
ministrative institutions, may exist in 
two portions of a country without being 
any obstacle to legislative unity, is 
proved by the case of England and 
Scotland. Perhaps, however, this un- 
disturbed co-existence of two legal 
systems, under one united legislature, 
making different laws for the two sec- 
tions of tue country in adaptation to 
the previous differences, might not be 
so well preserved, or the same confi- 
dence might not be felt in its preser- 
vation, in a country whose legislators 
were more possessed (as is apt (o be 
the case on the Continent) with the 
mania for uniformity. A people having 
that unbounded toleration which is 
characteristic of this country, for every 
description of anomaly, so long as th>)se 
whose interests it concerns do not feel 
aggrieved by it, afforded an exception- 
ally advantageous field for trying this 
dinicult experiment. In most coun- 
tries, if it was an object to retain 
different systems of law, it might pro- 
bably be necessary to retain distinct 
legislatures at guardians of them; 
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„ k perfeetlj oompadble widi a 

Mtioail raBament and King, or a 
Parliament witboat a King, 



■miraoia over the external relatioiif ef 
aU tha members of the bodj. 

Whenever it ii not deemed neoee- 
■arr to maintain permanentlj, in the 
different prorincee, different systems of 
jurispnidence, and inndamental insd- 
tntioBs gronnded on different princi- 
ples^ it is alwajs practicable to reooD- 
dle minor diTorsities with the main- 
teaance of nnity of goremment. AH 
that is needfiil is to g^TO a soffidentlj 
large sphere of actum to the local an- 
thoritiee. Under one and the same 
central government there maj he local 
ffovemors, and provincial assemblies 
wr local purposes. It maj happen, 
for instance, tnat the people of difl^rent 
provinces maj have preferences in fa- 
vour of different ntodes of taxation. If 
the ffeneral legislature could not be de- 
pen^d on for being ^ded bj the 
members for each province in modify- 
ing the general system of taxation to 
smt that proYince, the Constitution 
might pro\-ide that as many of the ex- 
penses of tbe government as could by 
any possibility be made local, should 
be defrayed by local rates imposed by 
the provincial assemblies, and that 
those which must of necessity be 
general, such as the support of an 
army and navy, should, m the esti- 
mates for the year, be apportioned 
among the different provinces accord- 
ing to some general estimate of their 



resources, the amoimt assigned toaadll 
being levied by the local assembly on 
the prindpies most acceptable to the 
locabty, and paid en bloc into the 
national treasury. A practice ap- 
proaching to this existed even in the 
old Frraich monarcby, so far as re- 
garded the pcttfn dr€tat9; each oi 
which, having consented or heen re- 
quired to fumi^ a fixed sum, was left 
to assess it upon the rnhabitants by its 
own officers, thus escaping the grinding 
despotism of the roya! ttUendanU and 
tubdiUguia; and thir privilege is 
always mentioned as one of the ad- 
Tantages which munly ocmtributed to 
render them, as some of them were, the 
most flourishing provinces of France. 

Identity of central government is 
compatible with many drmarent degrees 
of centralization, not only administra- 
tive, but even legislative. A pe<^de 
may have the desire, and the capacity^ 
for a closer union than one merely 
federal, while yet their local 'peculian* 
ties and antecedents render consider- 
able diversities desirable in the details 
of their government. But if there is a 
real desire on all hands to msk» the ex- 
periment successful, there needs seldom 
DO any difficulty in not only preserv- 
ing these diversities, but giving them 
the guarantee of a constitutional pro- 
vision against any attempt at assimi- 
lation, except by the voluntary act of 
those who would he affected* by the 
change. 
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Fnx States, like all otiiers, may pos- 
sess dependencies, acquired either by 
conquest or by colonization ; and our 
own is the greatest instance of the 
kind in modem history. It is a most 
important Question, how such depen- 
dencies ought to be governed. 

It is unnecessary to discuss tbe case 
of smaU posts, like Gibraltar, Aden, 



or Heligoland, which are held only as 
naval or military positions. The mili- 
tary or naval object is in this case 
paramount, and the inhabitants can- 
not, consistently with it, be admitted 
to the government of the place ; thou^p^fa 
theyou^ht to be allowed aU liberties 
and pnvile^es compatible with that 
restnctioii, mduding tiie free maiu^Ee- 
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2bent of municipal affairs ; and as a 
Qon)t>en8atio& for being locally sacri- 
ficed to the convenience of the govern- 
ing State, should be admitted to equal 
rights with itf) native subjects in all 
other parts of the empire. 

Outlying territories of some size and 
population, which are held as depen- 
dencies, that is, which are subject, 
more or less, to acts of sovereign 
power on the part of the paramount 
country, without being equally repre- 
sented (if represented at all) in its 
legislature, may be divided into two 
classes. Some are composed of people 
of similar civilization to the ruhng 
country ; capable o^ and ripe for, re- 
presentative government : such as the 
British possessions in America and 
AiiKtialia. Others, like India, are 
still at a great distance from that 
ftate. 

In the case of dependencies of the 
' former class, this country has at length 
realized, in rare completeness, the true 
principle of government. England 
nas always felt under a certain degree' 
of obligation to bestow on such of her 
outlying populations as were of her 
own blooa and language, and on some 
who were not, representative institu- 
tions formed in imitation of her Own : 
but until the present generation, she 
has been on the same bad level with 
other countries as to the amount of 
self-government which she allowed 
them to exercise through the repre- 
sentative institutions that she con- 
ceded to them. She claimed to be the 
supreme arbiter even of their purely 
internal concerns, according to her 
own, not their, ideas of how uiose con- 
cerns could be best regulated. This 
practice was a natural corollary from 
the vicious theory of colonial policy — 
once common to all Europe, and not 
yet completely relinquished by any 
other people— which regarded colonies 
as valuable bv affording markets for 
our commodities, that could be kept 
entirely to ourselves: a privilege we 
Talued so highly, that we thought it 
vrorth purchasing by allowing to the 
colonies the same monopoly of our 
market for their own productions, 
wbioh we cltaniBd kn our cominoditieB 



in theirs. This notable plan tor en- " 
riching them and ourselves, by making 
each pay enormous sums to the other, 
dropping the greatest part by the way, 
has oeen for some time abandoned. 
But the bad habit of meddling in the 
internal government of the colonies, 
did not at once terminate when we re- 
linquished the idea of making any 
profit by it. We continued to torment 
them, not for any benefit to ourselves, 
but for that of a section or faction 
amon^ the colonists : and this persist- 
ence in domineering cost us a Cana- 
dian rebellion, before we had the happy 
thought of giving it up. England was 
like an ill brought-up elder brother; 
who persists in tyrannizing over the 
younger ones from mere habit, till one 
of them, ^ by a spirited resistance, 
though with unequal strength, gives 
him notice to desist. We were wise 
enough not to require a second 
warmng. A new era in the colonial 
policy of nations began with Lord 
Durham's Report; the imperishable 
memorial of tnat nobIeman*s courage, 
patriotism, and enlightened liberality, 
and of the intellect and practical saga- 
city of its joint authors, Mr. Wakefield 
and the lamented Charles Buller.* 

It is now a fixed principle of. tht 
policy of Great Britain, professed in 
theory and faithfully adnered to in 
practice, that her colonies of Euro- 
pean race, equally with the parent 
country, possess the fullest measure of 
internal self-government. They have 
been allowed to make their own free 
representative constitutions, by alter- 
ing in any manner they thought fit, 
the already very popular constitutions 
which we had given them. Each is 
governed by its own legislature and 
executive, constituted on highly demo- 
cratic principles. The veto of the 
Crown and of Parliament, though 
nominally reserved, is only exercised 
(and that very rarely) on questions 
which concern the empire, and not 
solely the particular colony. How 
liberal a coubtruction has been given 

* I am tpeaking here of the adoption of 
this improved poUcyt not, of course, nf Its 
original sugi^estion. The honour of having 
been its eariiest ciuunpiun belongs unques' 
tiooi^ly to Mr. Eoebaw. 
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to the difftbotion between imperiml 
and ooloQial questione, is shown bj the 
fkct, that the whole of the unanpro- 
priated lands in the regions behina our 
American and Australian colonies, 
have been given up to the uncontrolled 
disposal of the colonial communities ; 
though they might, without injustice, 
have been aept in the hands of the 
Imperial Government, to be adminis- 
tered for the greatest advantage of 
(nture emigrants from all parts of the 
empire, t^^pry colon j has thus as full 
power over its own imairs, as it could 
nave if it were a member of even the 
loosest federation; and moch fuller 
than would belong to it under the Con- 
ftitntion of the United 8tateS| being 
free eyen to tax at its pleasure the 
commodities imported from the mother 
ODuntiy. Their uiiion with Great 
Britain is the slightest kind of federal 
nnion : but not a strictlj equal federa- 
tion, the mother country retaining to 
itself the powers of a Federal Govern- 
ment, though reduced in practice to 
their yery narrowest limits. This in- 
equality IS, of course, as far as it goes, 
a disadvantage to the dependencies, 
which have no yoice in foreign policy, 
but are bound by the decisions of the 
superior country They are compelled 
to join England in war, without being 
in any way consulted previous to en- 
gaging in It. 

Those (now happily not a few) who 
think that justice is as binding on 
eommtmities as it is on individuals, 
and that men are not warranted in 
doing to other countries, for the snp- 
posea benefit of their own country, 
i^hat they would not be justified m 
loing to other men for their own bene- 
fit — feel even this limited amount of 
constitutional subordination on the 
part of the colonies to be a violation of 
principle, and have often occupied 
themsoives in looking out for means by 
which it may be avoided. With this 
yiew it has been proposed by some, 
that the colonies should return repre- 
seutatives to the British legiskture; 
and by others, that the powers of our 
own, as well as of their Parliaments, 
sbould be confined to internal policy, 
and that there should be anotnerre- 



presentatiye bod;jr fbr finvisii and iaii 
perial concerns, in which last the de- 
pendencies of Great Britain should be 
represented in the same manner, and 
with ihe same completeness, as Great 
Britain itself On thb system there 
would be a perfectly equal federation 
between the mother country and her 
colonies, then no longer deiiendencies. 
The leelings of equity, a 'd concep- 
tions ot publis morality, Geom whioi 
these suggestions emanate, are worthy 
of all praise; but die suggestions 
themselves are so inconsutent with 
rational principles of goyemmenti that 
it is doubtful if they have been seri- 
ously accepted as a possibility by any 
reasonable thinker. Countries sepa- 
rated by half the ^lobe do not present 
the natural conditions for being under 
one government^ or even members of 
one federation, if they had sufficiently 
the same interests, they have not, and 
never can have, a sufficient habit of 
taking counsel together. They aie 
not part of the same public ; they do 
not discuss and deliberate in the same 
arena, but apart, and have only a most 
impeifect knowledge of what passes in 
the minds of one anotheV. They 
neither know each other's objects, nor 
have confidence in each other's prin- 
ciples of conduct. Let any En^ish- 
man ask himself how he uioula like 
his destinies to depend on an assembly 
of which one-third was British Ameri- 
can, and another third South African 
and Australian. Yet to this it must 
come, if there were anything like fiur 
or equal representation; i^ would 
not every one feel that the represen- 
tatiyes of Canada and Australia, even 
in matters of an imperial character, 
could not know, or feel any sufficient 
concern for, the interests, opinions, or 
wishes of English, IrislvAoa SScotch? 
Even for strictly federative purposes, 
the conditions do not exist, which we 
have seen to be essential to a federa- 
tion. England is sufficient for her own 
protection without the colonies; and 
would be in a much stronger, as well 
as more dignified portion, if separated 
from them, than when reduced to be a 
single member of an American, Afri- 
can, and Australian oonted»ratioiii 
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Ot«r and mtwre tbe cmnmerce which 
she might equally enjoj ai)er srpara- 
^on, Eiii^land derives little advantage, 
except in pr^'Stige^ from her de|)en- 
dencies; and the little she does derive 
is quite outweighed by the expense 
they cost her, and the disseniinatioD 
they necessitate of her naval and mili- 
tary force, which in case of war, or 
any real apprehension of it, requites 
to he double or treble what would be 
needed for the defence of this country 
alone. 

But though Great Britain could do 
perfectly well without her colonies, and 
though on every principle of morality 
and justice she ought to consent to their 
separation, should the time come when, 
after (ull trial of the best form of union, 
they deliberately desire to be disse- 
Tered; there are strong reasons for 
maintaining the present blight bond of 
connexion, so long as not disagreeable 
to the feelings of either party. It is a 
step, as far an it goes, towards univer- 
sal peace, and general friendly co-opera- 
tion among nations. It renders war 
impossible among a large number of 
otherwise independent communities; 
and moreover hinders any of them from 
being absorbed into a forei^ state, and 
becoming a Ronrce of additional agures- 
sive strength to some rival power, either 
more despotic or closer at nand, which 
might not always be so unambitious or 
■0 pacific as Great Britain. It at least 
keeps the markets uf the different coun- 
tries open to one another, and prevents 
that mutual exclusion by hostile tariffs, 
which none of the great communities of 
mankind, except England, have yet 
completely outgrown. And in the case 
of the British possessions it has the ad- 
▼antage, specially valuable at the pre- 
sent time, of adding to the moral intiu- 
ence, and weight in the councils of the 
world, of the rower which, of all in ex- 
istence, best understands liberty — and 
whatever may have been its errors in 
the past, has attained to more of con- 
science and n)oral principle in its deal- 
ings with foreigners, than an.v other 
great nation seems either to conceive 
as poHsible, or reci»gnise as desirable. 
Since, then, the union can only con- 
tinue, while it does continue, on the 



footing of an unequal federation, it is 
im)H>rtant to consider by what means 
thiH small amount of inequality can be 
prevented from being either onerous or 
nuniiliating to the conimunities occu- 
pyi'-g the less exalted position. 

ITie only inferiority nece sarily inho> 
rent in the case is, that the mother 
country decides, both for the colonies 
and for herself, on questions of peace 
and war. They gain, in return, the ob- 
ligation on the mother countir to repel 
aggressions directed against them ; but, 
except when the minor community is 
so weak that the protection of a stronger 
power is indispQnsable to it, recipnxaty 
of obligation is not a full equivalent for 
non-admission to a voice in the delibe- 
rations. It is essential, therefore, that 
in all wars, save those which, like the 
Caffre or New Zealand wars* are in- 
curred for the sako of the particular co- 
lony, the colonists should not (without 
their own voluntary request) be called 
on to contribute anything to the ex- 
pense, except what may be reouired for 
the specific local defence of their own 
ports, shoies, and frontiers against in- 
vasion. Moreover, as the mother coun- 
try claims the privilege, at her sole dis- 
cretion, of taking measures or pursuing 
a policy which may expose them to at- 
tack, it is just that she should under- 
take a considerable poition of the cost 
of their military defence even in time 
of peace ; the whole of it, so far as it 
depends upon a standing army. 

i3ut there is a means, still more effeo- 
tual than these, by which, an^ in gene* 
ral by which alone, a full equivalent can 
be given to a smaller community for 
sinking its individuality, as a substan* 
tive power among nations, in the greater 
individuality of a wide and poweri'ul 
empire. Inis one indispensaole, and 
at the same time, sufficient, expedient, 
which meets at once the demands olf 
justice and the growing exigencies of 
policy, is, to open the service of (iovem- 
ment in all its departments, and in 
every part. of the empire, on perfectly 
equal tenns, to the intiabitaiits of the 
Colonies. \\ hv does no one ever hear 
a ba'ath of diUovalty from the iKlanda 
in the British Cliannel ? by race, r»> 
JigioD, and geographical position they 
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belong less to England than to France. 
But, while they enjoy, like Canada and 
New South Wales, complete control 
OTer their internal aflairs and their tax- 
ation, every office or dignity in the gift 
of the Crown is freely open to the na- 
tive of Guemney or Jersey. Generals, 
ibdniiraln, peers of the United Kingdom, 
ar<* made, and there is nothing which 
binders prime ministers to be made, 
Com those insif nificant islands. The 
same system was commenced in refer- 
ence to the Colonies generally, by an 
enlightened Colonial Secretary, too 
early lost, Sir William Molesworth, 
when he appointed Mr. Hinckes, a 
leading Cana!dian politician, to a West 
Indian government. It in a very shal- 
low view of the springs of political ac- 
tion in a community, which thinks such 
things unimportant because the num- 
ber of those in a position actually to 
pr(i6t by the concession might not be 
very considerable. That limited num- 
ber would be composed precisely of 
those who have most moral power over 
the rest : and men are not so destitute 
of the sense of collective degradation, 
as not to feel the withholding of au ad- 
▼anti^e from even one person, because 
of a circumstance which they all have 
in common with him, an affront to all. 
If we prevent the leading men of a com- 
munity from standing forth to the world 
as its chiefe and representatives in the 
general councils of mankind, we owe it 
both to their legitimate ambition, and 
to the just pride of the community, to 
give them in return an ec^ual chance of 
occupying the same prominent position 
in a nation of greater power. and im- 
portance. 

Thus far,^ of the dependencies whoso 
population is in a sumciently advanced 
state to be fitted for representative ^ 
vemment. But there are others which 
have not attained that state, and which, 
if held at all, must be governed by the 
dominant countiy, or by persons dele- 
gated for that purpose oy it. This 
mode of government is as legitimate 
-as any^ other, if it is the one which in 
the existing state of civilization of the 
subject people, most facilitates their 
transition t% a higher stage of improve- 
ment. There are, as we have already 



seen, conditions of society in which A 
vigorous despotism is in iti«elf the best 
mode of government for training the 
people in what is specifically wanting 
to render them capable of a higher ci- 
vilization. There are others, in which 
the mere fact of despotism has indeed 
no beneficial effect, tne lessons which it 
teaches having already been only too 
completely learnt *, but in which, there 
being no spring of spontaneous improve- 
ment in the people themselves, their 
almoRt only hope of making any steps 
in advance depends on the chances of 
a good despot. Under a native despot- 
ism, a good despot is a rare and transi- 
tory accident : but when the dominion 
they are under is that of a more civil- 
ized people, that people ought to bo 
able to supply it constantly. -The rul- 
ing country ought to be able to do tor 
its subjects all that could be done by a 
succession of absolute roanarchs, guar' 
anteed by irresistible force against the 
precarionsness of tenure attendant on 
oarbarous despotisms, and qualified by 
their genius to anticipate all Uiat ex- 
perience has taught to the more ad- 
vanced nation. Such is the ideal rule 
of a free people over a barbarous or 
semi-barbarous one. We need not ex- 

Kct to see that ideal realized ; but nn- 
» some approach to it is, the rulers 
are guilty of a dereliction of the highest 
moral trust which can devolve upon a 
nation : and if they do not even aim at 
it, they are selfish usurpers, on a par in 
criminality with any of those whose am- 
bition ana rapacity have sported from 
age to age with the destiny of masses 
of mankind. 

As it is already a common, and is 
rapidly tending to become the oniver* 
sat, condition of the more backward 
populations, to be either held in direct 
subjection by the more advanced, or to 
be under their complete political ascen- 
dancy ; there are in this age of the 
world few more important problems^ 
than how to organize this rule, so as to 
make it a good instead of an evil to the 
subject people ; providing them with the 
best attainable present government, and 
with the conditions most favourable to 
future permanent improvement. But 
the mode of fitting the govemmont for 
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this purpose is by no means so well 
understood, as the conditions of good go- 
vernment in a people capable of govern- 
ing themselves. We maj even say, 
that it is not understood at all. 

The thing appears perfectly easy to 
■aperBcial observers. If India (for ex- 
ample) is not fit to govern itself, all 
that seems to them required is, that 
there should be a minister to govern it: 
And that this minister, like all other 
British ministers, should be responsible 
to the British Parliament. Unfortu- 
nately this, though the simplest mode 
of attempting to govern a dependency, 
is about the worst ; and betrays in its 
advocates a total want of comprehen- 
sion of the conditions of good govern- 
ment. To govern a country under re- 
sponsibility to the people of that coun- 
toy, and to govern one country under 
responsibility to the people of another, 
are two very different tnings. What 
makes the excellence of the first, is 
that freedom is preferable to despotism: 
but the last is despotism. The^ only 
choice the case admits, is a choice of 
despotisms : and it is not certain that 
the despotism of twenty millions is ne- 
cessarily better than that of a few, or 
of one. But it is quite certain, that the 
despotism of those who neither hear, 
nor see, nor know an3rthiDg about their 
subjects, has many chances of being 
worse than that of those who do. It is 
not usually thought that the immediate 
Agents of authority govern better be- 
cause they govern in the name of an 
absent master, and of one who has a 
thousand more pressing interests to at- 
tend to. The master may hold them 
to a strict responsibility, enforced by 
heavy penalties; but it is very ques- 
tionable if those penalties will often 
fall in the right place. 

It is always under great difficulties, 
and very imperfectly, that a country 
can be governed by foreigners; even 
when there is no extreme disparity, in 
habits and ideas, between the rulers 
and the ruled. Foreigners do not feel 
with the people. They cannot judge, 

by the light in which a thing appears 

to their own minJs, or the manner in 
which it affects their feelings, how it 

will affect tiie feelings or appaar to the 



mindsof the subject population. What 
a native of the country, of average 
pnuitical ability, knows as it were hy 
mstinct, they have to learn slowly, and 
after all inyjerfectly, hv study and ex- 
perience. The laws, tne customs, the 
social relations, for which they have to 
legislate, instead of being familiar to 
them from childhood, are all strange to 
them. For most of their detailed know- 
ledge they must depend on the informa- 
tion of natives ; and it is difficult for 
them to know whom to trust. They 
are feared, suspected, probably disliked 
by the population; seldom sought by 
them except for interested purposes ; 
and they are prone to think that the 
servilely submissive are the trustworthy. 
Their danger is of despising the na- 
tives ; that of the natives is, of disbe- 
lieving that anything the strangers do 
can be intended for their good. These 
are but a part of the difficulties that 
any rulers have to struggle with, who 
honestly . attempt to govern well a 
country in which they are foreigners. 
To overcome these difficulties in any 
degree, will always be a work of much 
labour, requiring a very superior degree 
of capacity in the chief a(uninistrators, 
and a high average among the subordi- 
nates: and the best organization of 
such a government is that which will 
best ensure the labour, deveiope tho 
capacity, and place the highest speci- 
mens oi it in the situations of greatest 
trust. Responsibility to an authority 
which has gone through none of the 
labour, acquired none of the capacity^ 
and for the most part is not even 
aware that either, in any peculiar 
degree, is required, cannot be regarded 
as a very effectual expedient for accom- 
plishing these ends. 

The government of a people by itself 
has a meaning, and a reality ; but suck 
a thing as government of one people by 
another, does not and cannot exist. 
One people may keep another as a 
warren or preserve for its own use, t 
place to make money in, a humaii 
cattle farm to be worked for the profit 
of its own inhabitants.^ But if the 
good of the governed is the propel 
business of a government, it is utterly 
I impossible that a people should directly 
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■ttend to it fTie utmost tbej can do 
if to ^ve fome of their best men m 
commimion to look af^er it ; to whom 
the opinion of their own country can 
neither be much of a guide in the per 
forroanoe of their duty, nor a competent 
jodgv of the mode in which it has been 
performed. Let any one connidcir how 
the English themselves would be go- 
Temed, if they kn«*w and cared no more 
about their own affairs, than they know 
and care about the affairs of the Hin- 
doos. Even this comparison gives no 
adequate idea of the state of the case : 
for a people thus indifferent to politics 
altogether, would probably be simply 
acquies<;ent, and let the govemmbut 
alone : wliereas in the case of India, a 
politically active people like th £ng- 
UKh, amidst habitual acquiescence, are 
every now and then inter ering, and 
almost always in the wrcm^ place I'he 
real causes which deteriume the pro- 
sperity or wretchetlness, the improve- 
ment or deterioration, of the Hindoos, 
are too far off to be within their ken. 
1 hey have not the knowled^ neces- 
sary for suspecting the existence of 
those causes, much less forjudging of 
their operation. The most essential 
interests of the countrv may be well 
administered without obtaining aiiy of 
their approbation, or mismanaged to 
almost any ext ess without attracting 
their notice. 1 he purposes for which 
they are principally tempted to inter- 
fere, and control the proceedings of 
their delegates, are of two kinds. One 
is, to force English ideas down the 
throats of the natives ; for instance, by 
measures of proselytism, or acts inten- 
tionally or unintentionally offensive to 
the reli^nous feelings of the people. 
This misdirection of opinion in the 
ruling country is instructively exempli- 
fied (the more so, because nothing is 
meant but justice and fairness, and as 
much impartiality as can be expected 
from pet-sons really convinced) by the 
demand now so general in England for 
having the Bible taught, at the option 
of pupils or of theirparents, in the Go- 
vernnient schools. From the European 
point of view nothing can wear a fairer 
jispect, or seem less open to objection I 
on the score of religious freedom. To I 



Asiatic eyes it is quite another fhing; 
No Asiatic people ever belieres that a 
government puts its paid officers and 
official machinery into motion unlens it 
is bent upon an object ; and when bent 
on an object, no Asiatic believes that 
any government, except a feeble and 
contemptible one, pursues it bj Imlvea. 
If Grovemment schools and 8<rhool- 
masters taught Christianity, whatev^ 
pledges might be given of teaching it 
only to those who spontaneously sought 
it, no amotmt of evidence would ever 
persuade the parents that improper 
means were not used to make their 
children Christians, or at all events, 
outcasts from Hindooism. If thej 
^ could, in the end, be convinced of the 
contrary, it would only be by the entire 
failure of the schools, so conducted, to 
make any converts. If the teaching 
had the smallest effect in promoting 
its object, it would compromise not 
only the utility and even existence of 
the government education, but perhaps 
the safety of the government itself. An 
English Protestant would not be easily 
induced, by disclaimers of proselytism, 
to place his children in a Roman Ca- 
tholic seminary: Irish Catholics will 
not send their children to schools in 
which they can be made Protestants : 
and we expect that Hindoos, who be- 
lieve that the privileges of Hindooism 
can be forfeited by a merely physical 
act, w\]\ expose theirs to the danger of 
being maiie (.christians ! 

Such is one of the giodes in which 
the opinion of the dominant country 
tends to act more injuriously than bene- 
ficially on the conduct of its deputed 
goyemors. In other respects, its mMk«- 
lerence is likely to be oftenest exer- 
cised where it will be most pertina> 
ciously demanded, and that is, on be- 
half of some interest of the English 
settlers. English settlers have friends 
at home, have organs, have access to 
the public; they have a common 
language and common ideas with their 
countrymen : any complaint by an Eng- 
lishman is more sympathetically heard, 
even if no unjust preference is inten- 
tionally accorded to it. Now, if there 
be a ftict to i^hich all experience tes- 
tifies, it is that when a country lioldf 
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AAotheT in itibjection, the individuals 
ef tbe ruling people who re»urt to. the 
forei^ counrv to make their fortunes, 
•re of ali others those who most need 
to be held under powerful restraint. 
Thej are always one of the chief <Iiffi- 
ciilties of the government. Armed with 
the prestige and tilled with the scom- 
fd) overbearingness of the conquering 
nation, they have the feeling: iuRpired 
by absolute power, without its sense of 
responsibility. Among a people like 
that of India, the utmost efforts of the 
public authorities are not enough for 
the effectual protection of the weak 
against the strong: and of all the 
strong, the European settlers are the 
strongest. Wbei-ever the demoralizing 
effect of the situation is not in a most 
remarkable degree corrected b^ the 
personal character of tbe individual, 
they think the people of the country 
mere dirt un<ler their feet : it seems to 
them monstrous that any rights of the 
natives should stand in the way Of 
their smallest pretensions: the simplest 
act of protection to the inhabitants 
against any act of power on their part 
which they may consider useful to their 
commercial objects, they denounce, and 
finrerely regard, as an injury. So na- 
tural is this state of feeling in a situa- 
tion like theirs, that even under the 
S<K'ourHgement which it has hitherto 
met with from the ruling authorities, it 
is impoFiible that more or less of the 
spii-it should not perpetually break out. 
The (lovemment, itself free from this 
spirit, is never able sufficiently to keep 
it down in the young and raw even of 
its own civil and military officers, over 
whom it has so much more control than 
over the independent residents. As it 
is with the English in India, so, ac- 
cording to trustworthy testimony, it is 
with the French in Algiers ; so with 
the Americans, in the countries con- 
quered from Mexico ; so it seems to be 
with the Europeans in China, and al- 
ready even in Japan : there is no ne- 
cessity to recal now it was with the 
Spaniards in South America. In all 
these cases, the government to which 
these private adventurers are subject, 
is better than they, and does the most 
It can to protect the natives against 



them. Even the Spanish GkiveTnment 
did this, sincerely and earnestly, though 
ineffectually, as is known to every reader 
of Mr. Helps* instructive history Had 
the Spanish Government been directly 
accountable to Spanish opinion, we may 
question if it would have made the at- 
tempt: for the Spaniards, doubtless, 
would have taken part with their < 'hris- 
tian friends and relations rather than 
with Pagans. The settlers, not the 
natives, nave the ear of the public at 
home ; it is they whose representations 
are likely to pass for truth, because 
they alone have both the means and 
the motive to press them perseveringly 
upon the inattentive ana unintereNted 
public mind. The distrustful criticism 
with which Englishmen, more than 
any other people, are in the habit of 
scanning the conduct of their coimtry 
towards foreigners, th(^ usually reserve 
for the proceedings of the public autho- 
rities. In all questicms hetween a go- 
vernment and an individual, the pre< 
sumption in every Englishman's mind 
is, that the government is in the wrong. 
And when tne resident English bring 
the batteries of English political action 
to bear upon any of the bulwarks erected 
to protect the natives against their en- 
croachments, the executive, with their 
real but faint velleities of something 
better, generallv find it safer to their 

{)ariiamentary interest, and at any rate 
ess troublesome, to give up the dis- 
puted position, than to defend it. 

What makes matters worse is, that 
when the public mind is invoked (as, 
to its credit, the EngUsh mind is ex- 
tremely open to be) in the name of 
justice and philanthropy, in behalf of 
the subject community or race, there is 
the same probability of its missing the 
mark. For in the subject community 
also there are oppressors and op- 
pressed ; poweriul individuals or classes, 
and ^aves prostrate before them ; ana 
it is the former, not the latter, who 
have the means of access to the 
English public. A tyrant or sensualist 
who has been deprived of the power he 
had abused, and, instead of punish 
ment, is supported in as great wealtb 
and splendour as he ever enjoyed : a 
knot of privileged landholdersi who do 
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maud thai ilM SUte thoiild refioqniBh 
to them itt retenred right to a rent 
from their hrndt, or who rweot as a 
wrong any attempt to protect the 
mi Man from their extortion; theae 
have no diflScnhj in procuring inter- 
eeted or sentimental adVooacy in the 
British Parliament and press. The 
iilent mTriads ohtain none. 

The preceding obeerrations exem- 
pli^ the operation of a principle — 
which might be called an obTious one, 
were it not that scaroelj anjbodj 
seems to be aware of it — ^that, while 
responsibili^ to ib» fporemed is the 
grMtest ot aXi secnrities for good 
gorerament, responsibility to somebody 
^se not only has no snch tendency, bat 
is as likely to prodnoe eril as good. 
The responsibility of the British rolers 
of India to tiM British nation is chiefly 
nsefnl becanse, when any acts of the 
goremment are called in question, it- 
ensures publicity and discussion ; the 
utility of which does not require that 
the public at large should comprehend 
the ^int at issue, provided there are 
any individuals among them who do ; 
fbr^ a merdy moral responsibility not 
heme responsibility to the coUective 
people, but to overr separate person 
among them who forms a judgment, 
opinions may be weighed as well as 
counted, ana the approbation or dis- 
approbation of one person weU versed 
in the subject, may outweigh that of 
thousands who know nothing about it 
at all It is doubtless a useful restraint 
upon the immediate rulers that they 
can be put upon their defence, and that 
one or two of the jury will form an 
opirio 1 worth having about their con^ 
duct, though that of the remainder 
wiU probably be several degrees worse 
than none. 8uch as it is, this is the 
amount of benefit to India, from the 
control exercised over tne Indian 
government by the British Parliament 
and people. 

It is not by attempting to rule di- 
rectly a country like India, but by 
giving it good rulers, that the English 
people can do their duty to that 
country; and they can scaroelv give 
it a worse one than an En^ish 
Cabinet Minister, who is thinking of 



EngliA, not IncBaa poBtica; wKo aal- 
dom remains long enough in oflSoe to 
acquire an intenigent interest in so 
complicated a subject ; upon whom tha 
factitioas public opinion got up in Par- 
fiamoit, oonsisting of two or three 
fluent ^eakers, acts with as much 
force as if it were ^nuine ; while he is 
under none of the influences of training 
and position which would lead or 
quali^ him to form an honest opinion 
of his own. A free country which at- 
tempt to ffovem a distant dependency, 
inhabited oy a dissimilar people, hy 
means of a brandi of its own execu- 
tive, wfll almost inevitably fail. The 
only mode which has any chance of 
tolerable success, is to govern throogfa 
a delegated body, of a comparatively 
permanent character ; aUowing onl^ a 
right of inspection, and a n^ative 
voice, to the changeable Administra- 
tion of the State, buch It body did 
exist in the case of India ; and 1 fear 
that both Lidia and England will pay 
a severe penalty for the shortsighted 
policy by which this intermediate in- 
strument of government was done away 
with. 

It is of no avail to say tiiat such a 
delected body cannot liave all tiie 
requisites of good government; above 
all, cannot have tiiat complete and 
ever-operative identity of interest with 
the governed, which it is so difiScult 
to obtain even where the people to be 
ruled are in some d^p^e qualified to 
look after their own afinirs. Real good 
government is not compatible with the 
conditions of the case. There is but a 
choice of imperfections. The problem 
is, so to construct the governing bod^ 
that, under the difficulties of the posi- 
tion, it shall have as much interest as 
possible in good government, and as 
little in bacu Now these conditions 
are best found in an intermediate body. 
A delegated administration has always 
this advantage over a direct <me, that 
it has, at all events, no duty to perform 
except to the ^vemed. It has no in* 
terests to consider except theirs. Its 
own power of deriving profit from mis- 

S>vemment may be reduced — ^in the 
test constitution of the East India 
Company it was reduced — ^to adngck 
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ffti«y gmall amount: and it can be 
kept entirely clear of bias from tbe in- 
dividual or class interests of any one 
else. Wben the home government 
and Parliament are swayed by those 
partial influences in the exercise of the 
power reserved to them in the last re- 
sort, the intermediate body is the cer- 
tain advocate and champion of the 
dependent^ before the imperial tri- 
bunal. The intermediate body, more- 
over, is, in the natural course of things, 
chiefly composed of persons who have 
acquired professional knowledge of this 
part of their country's concerns ; who 
nave been trained to it in the place 
itself and have made its administration 
the main occupation of their lives. 
Furnished with these qualifications, 
and not being liable to lose their office 
from tbe accidents of home politics, 
they identify their character and con- 
sideration with their special trust, and 
have a much more permanent interest 
in the success of their administration, 
and in the prosperity of the country 
which the^ administer, than a member 
of a Cabinet under a representative 
constitution can possibly nave in the 
good government of any country except 
the one which he serves. So far as 
the choice of those who carry on the 
management on the spot devolves upon 
this body, the appointments are kept 
out of the vortex of party and parha- 
mentaiy jobbing, and freed from the 
influence of those motives to the abuse 
of patronage, for the reward of ad- 
herents, or to buy off those who would 
otherwise be opponents, which are 
always stronger, with statesmen of 
average honesty, than a conscientious 
sense of the duty of appointing the" 
fittest man. To put this one class of 
appointments as far as possible out of 
harm*8 way, is of more consequence 
than the worst which can happen to all 
other offices in the state ; for, in every 
other department, if the officer is un- 
qualified, the general opinion of the 
community directs him in a certain 
degree what to do : but in the position 
of die administrators of a dependency 
where the people are not fit to have 
the control in their own hands, the 
character of the government entirely 



depends on the gualifications, moral 
and intellectual, of^the individual func- 
tionaries. 

It cannot be too ofUn repeated, that 
in, a country like India everything de- 
pends on the personal qualities and 
capacities of the agents of government. 
This truth is the cardinal princij^e of 
Indian administration. The day when 
it comes to be thought that the ap- 
pointment of persons to situations of 
trust from motives of convenience, al- 
ready^ so criminal in England, can be 
Eractised with impunity m India, will 
e the beginning of this decline and fall 
of our empire there. Even with a sin- 
cere intention of preferring the best 
candidate, it will not do to rely on 
chance for supplying fit persons. The 
system must 1>e calculated to form 
them. It has done this hitherto ; and 
because it has done so, our rule in India 
has lasted, and been one of constant, if 
not veiy rapid, impro/ement in pro- 
sperity and good administration. As 
much bitterness is now manifested 
against this system, and as much ea- 
gerness displayed to overthrow it, as 
if educating and training the officer§ 
<^ govornsient for their work were a 
thing utterly unreasonable and inde- 
fensiule, an myustifiable interference 
with the ri^ts of ignorance and inex- 
perience. There is a tacit conspiracy 
between those who would like to job 
in first-rate Indian offices for their con- 
nexions here, and those who, being al- 
ready in India, claim to be promoted 
from the indigo factory or tne attor 
ney*s office, to administer justice or Bx 
the payments due to government from 
milhons of people, lie * monopoly* of 
the Civil Service, so much inveighed 
against, is like the monopoly of judicial 
offices by the bar; and its abolition 
would be like opening the bench in 
Westminster Hall to the first comer 
whose friends certify that he has now 
and then looked into Blackstone. Were 
the course ever adopted of sending men 
from this countiy, or encouraging them 
in going out, to get themselves put into 
hi^ appointments without having 
learnt their business by passing through 
the lower ones, the most important 
offices would be thrown to Scotch ooii> 
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fms and «dyeottirer8f connected by no 
pnifeMiional feeling with the country or 
the work, held to no previous know>, 
iedL'e. and ea^r only to make money 
rapid! V and return home. The safety 
of the conntry is, that thoRe by whom 
it is administered be sent out in youth, 
at candidates only, to begin at the 
bottom of the ladder, and ancend higher 
or not, fls, a'ter a^imper inlenral, they 
are proved qualified. The defsct of 
the East India Company's system was, 
thai though the best men were care- 
fully sought out for the most important 
posts, yet if an officer remained in the 
service, promotion, though it might be 
delayed, came at last in some shape 
or other, to the least as well as to the 
most competent. Even the inferior in 
Qualifications, among such a corps of 
nin(!tionaries, consisted, it must be re- 
membered, of men who had been 
broiieht up to their duties, and had 
fulfilled them for many years, at lowest 
without disgrace, under the eye and 
aiithoriry of a superior. But though 
this dimmished the evil, it was never- 
theless considerable. A man who never 
becomes fit for more than an assistant's 
duty, should remain an assistant all 
bis life, and his juniors should be pro- 
moted over him. W itb this exception, 
I am not aware of any real defect in 
the old system of Indian appointments. 
It had already received the greatest 
other improvement it was susceptible 
o( the choice of the ori^'nal candidates 
by competitive exammation: which, 
besides the advantage of recruiting 
fiom a higher grade of industry and 
capacity, has the recommendation, that 
under it, unless by accident, there are 
no personal ties between the candidates 
for offices and those who have a voice 
in coiift-rring them. 

It is in no way unjust, that public 
officers thus selected and trained should 
be exclusively eligible to offices which 
require specially Indian knowledge and 
experience. If any door to the higher 
appointments, without passing through 
the lower, be opened even for occa- 
sional use, there will be such incessant 
knocking at it by persons of infiueiiw, 
that it will be impossible ever to keep 
it closed. The only excepted appoint- 



ment should be the highest one of alt 
The Viceroy of British India should 
be a person selected troin all irliigflish- 
men for his great general capacity for 
government. If he have this, he will 
be able to distinguish in others, and 
turn to his own use, that special know- 
led^ and judgment in local afTairs 
which he has n(>t himself had the op- 
portunity of acquiring. There are 
good reasons why (saving exceptional 
cases) the Viceroy should not be a 
member of the regular service. AD 
services have, more or less, their class 
prejudices, from which the supreme 
nder ought to be exempt. Neither are 
men, however able and experienced, 
who have passed their lives in Asia, 
so likely to possess the most advanced 
European iaeas in general statesman 
ship ; which the chief ruler should 
carry out with him, and blend with the 
results of Indian experience. Again, 
being of a different class, and espe- 
cially if chosen by a different autho- 
rity, he will seldom have any personal 
partialities to warp his appointments 
to office. This great security for 
honest bestowal of patronage existed 
in rare perfection, under the mixed go- 
vernment of the Crown and the East 
India Companv. The supreme dispen- 
sers of office, tne Governor-General and 
Governors, were appointed, in fact 
though not formally, by the Crown, 
that is, by the general Government, 
not by the intermediate bodv ; and a 
great officer of the Crown probablv had 
not a single personal or political con- 
nexion in the local service : while the 
delegated body, most of whom had 
themselves served in the country, had 
and were likely to have such con- 
nexions. Ibis guarantee for impar- 
tiality would be much impaired, if the 
civil servants of Government, even 
though sent out in boyhood as mere 
candidates for employment, should 
come to be furnished, in any consider- 
able proportion, bv the class of society 
which supplies Viceroys and Gover- 
nors. Even the initiatory competitive 
examination would then be an insuffi- 
cent sec'irity. It would exclude mere 
ignorance and incapacity; it would 
compel youths of family to start in the 
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rftoe with the same amount of instnio- 
tion and ability as other people ; the 
ftapidest son could not be put into the 
Incuan service, as he can be into the 
Church ; but there would be nothing to 

Iirevent undue preference afterwards. No 
onger all eoually unknown and unheard 
of by the aroiter of their lot, a portion of 
the service would be personally, and a 
■tiU greater number politically, in close 
relation with him. Members of cer- 
tain families, and of the higher classes 
and influential connexions generally, 
would rise more rapidly than their 
competitors, and be oiten kept in situ- 
ations for whioh they were unfit, or 
placed in those for which others were 
fitter. The same influences would be 
brought into play, which aflect promo- 
tions in the army : and those alone, if 
■neb miracles of simplicity there be, who 
believe that these are impartial, would 
expect impartiality in those of India. 
This evil is, I fear, irremediable by any 
general measures which can be taken 
under the present system. No such 
will affi>rd a decree m security compa- 
rable to that which once flowed spon- 
taneously from the so-called double 
government. 

What is accounted so great an advan- 
tage in the case of the English system 
ci eovemment at home, has been its 
minortune in India — that it grew up 
of itself, not fix>m preconceived design, 
but bv successive eznedients, and by 
the adaptation of machinery originally 
created for a different purpose. As the 
country on which its maintenance de- 
pended, was not the one out of whose 
necessities it grew, its practical benefits 
did not come nome to the mind of that 
country, and it would have required the- 
oretic recommendations to render it 
acceptable. Unfortunately, these were 
exactly what it seemed to be destitute 
of : . and undoubtedly the common theo- 
ties of government did not furnish it 
whh mm, framed as those theories 



have been for states of circumstances 
differing in all the most important fea* 
tures from the case concerned. But in 
eovemment, as in other departments of 
human agency, almost all principles 
which have been durable were nrst 
suggested by observation of some par 
ticiuar case, in which the general laws 
of nature acted in some new or previ 
ously unnoticed combination of circum- 
stances. The institutions of Great 
Britain, and those of the United States, 
have had the distinction of suggesting 
most of the theories of government 
which, through good and evil fortune, 
are now, in the course of generations, 
reawakening political life in the nations 
of Europe. It has been the destiny 
of the government of the East India 
Company, to suggest the true theory 
of the government of a semi-barbarous 
dependency by a civilized country, and 
after having done this, to perish. It 
would be a singular fortune if) at the 
end of two or three more generations, 
this speculative result should be the 
only remaining fruit of our ascendancy 
in India ; if posterity should say of us, 
that having stumbled accidentaUy upon 
better arrangements than our wisdom 
would ever have devised, the first use 
we made of our awakened reason was 
to destroy them, and allow the good 
which had been in course of being real' 
ized to fall through and be lost, from 
ignorance of the principles on which it 
depended. JH meliora : but if a fate 
so disgraceful to England and to civil- 
ization can be averted, it must be 
through far wider political conceptions 
than merely English or European prac- 
tice can supply, and through a much 
more profon'^d study of Indian experi* 
ence, and of the conditions of Indian 
government, than either English politic 
cians, or those who supply the Englisk 
public with opinions, have hitherti 
shown any willingness to undertake. 
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